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Current Topics 


The Vesting of Enemy Property. 

We print this week the rules which have been made unde1 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914, and which 
we have already noticed (ante, p. 199). They deal with the 
vesting of enemy property in the Public Trustee as custodian, 
and with payment into court of sums due on coupons sus- 
pected of being enemy property. The procedure of these rules 
must now be strictly followed: see Re A Company (ante, 
Pp 
Lord Justice Bankes. 


a 
217) 


THe LeGAL profession had scarcely anticipated that the seat 
in the Court of Appeal rendered vacant by the late Lord 
Justice KENNEDY’s sudden decease would be offered to Sir 
Joun Extpon Bankes; but the appointment will be welcome 
to all who have practised before the.new Lord Justice, and 
have been impressed by his frank courtesy and judicial fair- 
ness of mind. It was during the interregnum which succeeded 
the practical retirement of, Sir Epwarp Criarke from large 
practice some ten years ago that Sir Joun sprang to the front 
as a successful advocate at the Common Law Bar. The task of 
facing such a doughty adversary as the present Lord Chief 
Justice in the forensic arena usually fell either to him or to 
Mr. Dvxe, or to his great forensic rival, Mr. MontaGur 
Lusn. The rivalry of Mr. Montacue Lusu, K.C., and Mr. 
Etpon Bankes, K.C., who frequently encountered one 
another in special jury trials, only terminated when both 
were elevated to the bench in 1910. Less learned and subtle 
as a lawyer than his rival, Sir Jonn Exrpvon Bankes had 
perhaps a broader and more practical mind; his sound, good 
sense has been a conspicuous quality on the bench, and has 
made him one of our very best first instance judges. In 
the Court of Criminal Appeal, too, he has always distin- 
guished himself by a thoroughly English love of absolute fair- 
play to the prisoner, and a dislike of any attempt to shackle 
criminal justice with unnecessary technicalities. While no 
one would compare him in legal learning with his celebrated 
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great-grandfather, Lord Chancellor Expon, he certainly has 
none of that hatred of innovation and legal reform which 
some historians of our institutions have regarded as a blot on 
the eminence of the great Chancellor. Heredity is in the air 
among men of science to-day, and certainly the view that 
legal or judicial aptitude is capable of inheritance seems 
supported by the case of many modern judges, among whom 
the new Lord Justice may well be numbered. 


Mr. Justice Low 

Since Sir Frepericx Low is leader of the Home Circuit 
and has been recently appointed a Commissioner of Assize on 
various circuits, his elevation to the bench had been 
generally considered a likely event at no distant date. No 
one would suggest that Sir Freperick is either a_ brilliant 
lawyer or a great advocate; but he belongs to a class of suc 
cessful barristers who do very useful work, possess very solid 
merits, and help to add a certain tone of practicality and 
business good sense to a common law bench, which is at times 
in danger of becoming overloaded with the undue love of 
technicalities often prevailing in the Divisional Court, or the 
somewhat too mathematical views of legal principles which a 
practice in the Commercial Court is apt to instil. What is 
wanted in the common law judge is primarily an understand 
ing of common men and common things, a capacity for see 
ing the juryman’s point of view and meeting his difficulties, 
a love of fairplay, and a good grip of procedure If in 
addition the judicial occupant possesses also a first-rate know 
ledge of law and a gift for elucidating abstruse points of law 
in luminous English, so much the better; but these latter 
gifts are by no means indispensable, and the possession of 
them does not outweigh the defects, sometimes attached to 
them, of defective sympathy and a leaning towards pedantry 
These homely but essential fundamentals of a good first 
instance judge in the King’s Bench the new judge possesses 
in abundance, and, like many other ex-solicitors who in our 
time have achieved success at the bar or on the bench, he is 
certainly a thoroughly practical lawyer The distinction of 
having been a solicitor before he entered the more ambitiou 
race for the bar he shares with Sir Samver EVANS, Lord 
Justice Swinresx Eapy, and Mr. Justice BatLHacnEe 


Enemy Rents and Interest. 


CORRESPONDENTS inquired recently (aute, P 204) as to 
the cours to be taken by solicitor who, prior to the 
war, were receiving rents of interest on account of 
chents resident in Germany It follows from the 
recent recognition by the Court of Appeal (Porter 


216), that an alien 
cannot sue, that solicitors so employed cannot sue for the rents 
they cannot 


v Freudenhera, ante, Pp enemy 
or intorest in the names of their clients : of course, 
sue in their own names, and it appears from Marwell v. Grun 
hut (ante, p 104: see also Re G. Gaudiq d& Blam, Weekly, 
Notes, 1915, p. 34), that a receiver cannot be appointed at th 
solicitor In many cases, no doubt, the tenan‘ 
mortgage 


instance of thi 
or mortgagor—-if the interest is due under a 
would be willing to go on paying the rent or interest, but it 
would be improper for him to do so if there is any chance of 
the money going to the enemy principal. The remedy seems 
to lie in the provisions of sections 3 and 4 of the Trading with 
the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914 (ante, p. 115). If the 
solicitor is holding or managing the property on behalf of the 
German client, he must give notice to the Custodian—that is, 
the Public Trustee ; but this alone does not enable the rent or 
interest to be collected For this purpose there must be an 
order under section 4, vesting the property in the Custodian, 
and then the Custodian would collect the rent or interest 


Such an order can be obtained at the instance of a creditor 
or of the Custodian or a Government department; but the 
Custodian would not, we presume, move in the matter unless 
Very likely the collecting solicitor 


for some definite reason 


will be a creditor, and then he could apply for a vesting order, 


debter for rent or interest will simply withhold payment, and 
thus profit during the war from the archaic rule which prevents 
the enemy creditor from suing. It does not seem to have 
been perceived that the only tangible result of the rule is to 
save English debtors from paying their debts. 


Mr. Bryan on American Neutrality. 


Mr. Bryan, the United States Secretary of State, bas written 
to Mr. Stone, Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Com. 
mittee, a letter defending the United States Government 
against the charge that it has not observed a proper attitude of 
neutrality, but has conducted itself in a manner unfriendly 
towards Germany and Austria. The letter, which is a State 
Paper of great importance, is given in fallin the Times of the 
26th inst. Its fundamental note is that the suggestion of 
undue submission to British maritive claims is unfounded, and 
that the United States is hound as a neutral by the attitude 
which it has in other times adopted as a belligerent. Thi: is so 
with regard both to contraband and the doctrine of continuous 
voyages. “The record of the United States,” says Mr. Bryay, 
“in the past is not free from criticism. When neutral, this 
Government has stood for a restricted list of absolute and con 
ditional contraband. As a belligerent we have contended fora 
liberal Jist, according to our conception of the necessities of the 
case.” And as to destination he says:—‘‘The rule of 
‘continuous voyage’ has been not only asserted by American 


tribunals, but extended by them. They have exercised 
their right to determine from circumstances whether 
the ostensible was the real destination. They have held that 
the shipment of articles of contraband to a _ neutral 


port ‘to order,’ frum which, as a matter of fact, cargoes bave 
been shipped to the enemy, is corroborative evidence that the 
cargo was really destined to an enemy instead of to a neutral 
port of delivery.” And he adds :—“ It is thus seen that sme 
of the doctrines which appear to bear harshly upon neutrals at 
the present time are analogous to, or outgrowths from, policies 
adopted hy the United States of America when it was belligerent. 
The Government, therefore, cannot ccnsistently protest against 
the application ot rules which it has followed in the past, unless 
they have not been practised as heretofore.” 


The United States and Contraband. 


Upon THE same principle, Mr. BRYAN says that the United 
States Government is embarrassed in dealing with the inclusion 
of copper as absolute contraband. It has in the past placed 
“all articles from which ammunition is manufaetured ” in its 
contraband list, and it has declared eopper to be among such 
materials. But he upholds the distinction between absolute and 
conditional contraband, and insists on the right to deal in con- 
ditional contraband when this is not destined for the belligerent 
forces ; that is, to send to Germany, directly or indirectly, food 
and other articles on the conditional contraband list which are 
meant for the civil population. Moreover, he draws a clear dis 
tinction hetween war loans, which his Government discourages, 
and the export of ammunition by private individuals, with which 
it does not interfere. War loans denude the country of money 
which may be wanted st home ; and since they would be largely 
subseribed by partisans of the borrowing belligerent, they would 
lead to an undue and possibly dangerous di-play of partisan 
feeling. The export of munitions of war is merely a matter a 
trade into which sentiment enters but slightly, if at all, and is 
admitted to he perfectly legitimate, suhject only to the right of 
the other belligerent to s+ize the cargo if he can. If 
Great Britain profits by this trace more than 
Germany anil Austro-Hungary, that, Mr. Bryan points 
out, is consequent on the fact that, on the high seas, the 
German and Austro Hungarian naval power i- thus far inferior 
to the British. ‘It is the business of belligerent operations on 
the high seas, not the duty of a neutral, to prevent contraband 
from reaching the enemy.” This Great Brita’n can, but Germany 
cannot do; and it is not for the United States to equalize the 
difference. Such an attempt, Mr. BryaN recognizes, would be 
an unneutral act h 





thouch we must not be taken as saying that it would be made: 
bu+ it seems likely that there will be many cases in which th 


Finally—and as to this it behoves our Gover® 


ment to be cautious—Mr, BRYAN pceints out that the Dec'aration 
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of London’ has not become binding, and that the United States 
isnot interested in the adoption of the Declaration by any 
belligerent with modifications. The sole cuestion for the United 
States, as regards any modifications which adversely affect the 
rights of the United States or its citizens, is whether the 
resulting rules are in accordance with international law. 
Substantially, the letter admits that so far nothing has been 
dene by Great Britain of which the United States cw complain 
consistently with the views of international law which it has 
maintained in the past. The whole letter, indeed, is permeated 
with the idea cnce expressed by Mr. BALrour in a passage 
which we have already quoted (58 Sonicrrors’ JouRNAL, 
p. 876): “Never let any nation forget that those who are at 
peace to-day may be at war to-morrow, and that those who are 
at war to day may be at peace to-morrow.” 


The Late Lord Justice Kennedy on Contraband. 
WE REFERRED last week to the services rendered by the late 
Lord Justice KENNEDY to International Law, but it may be 
useful to call attention to a paper on the subject of contraband, 
which he read at the meeting of the International Law A’sso 
ciation at Portland, Maine, in 1907, and which was printed in 
the Law Quarterly Review for January, 1908 (vol. 24, p. 59). 
The paper fully recognizes the difficulties incident to any 
attempt to settle the law of contraband, some of which are 
emphasized at the present time. A belligerent State is strongly 
tempted to have regard only to its interests for the time being, 
and to throw to the winds the restrictions which it advocated in 
times of peace. This is at the bottom of the German theory 
of Ariegsratson—the necessity which dispenses with all law—and 
the German practice of ‘frightfulness,” and it is se n in this 
country in incitements to the Government to di-card the 
Declaration of Paris and the established princip’es as to absolute 
and conditional contraband. One pressing question just 
now is the admission into Germany of foodstu’s destined 
for the civil population. Sir Witttam R. Kennepy in 
his paper pointed out that, both according to British and 
American law, provisions were, in their nature, conditional 
contraband ; that is, contraband only when destined for the 
military or naval forces of a belligerent. He did not profess to 
know the views of France, Germany, and Italy, but he advocated 
the general reception of this principle, and it was, in fact, 
incorporated in the Declaration of London ; and although this is 
not binding, the principle is, we believe, recognized by all the 
present belligerents (see as to Germany, ante, p.71). But we 
notice that the Morning Post of the 26th inst., in its anxiety to 
cut off all food from Germany, after arguing that in these 
days the whole nation is in arms, says :—“ Although food may still 


be called conditional contraband, the condition is universal and | 


should admit of no exception.” 
Great Britain should make all food absolute contraband, but 
that, of course, is quite at variance with international law— 
unless, indeed, done as a measure of reprisal—and would be 
keenly resented by the United States 


Neutrals and Belligerents. 

it 1s, we may perhaps be allowed to say, this sort of suggestion 
which justifiesSir WittiaM Kennepy’s remark that the doctrine 
of contraband leaves the way open for “const nt bickerings 
between belligerents and neutrals, and if, unhappily, a great 
maritime war broke out, powerful commercial States might find 
themselves drawn into hostilities almost against their will ” ; and 
later :—“ More than once the action of a belligerent captor has 
led to a dispute between the neutral and the belligerent State 
which, but for the tact, forbearance, and good sense of those who 
guided the counsels of the Governments interested, might easily 
have led to a lamentable enlargement of the area of the war.” 
These extracts shew how much there is in the paper germane 
to the present oecasion, and the possibilities to which Sir 
WittraM KEnnepy alluded are illustrated by the cases of The 
Dacia and other ships. The Spectator, indeed, devoted an 
article last week to a serious warning against war with the 
United States, but that we believe to be unnecessary, especially 
baving regard to the Peace Treaty recently signed. We can 


fely on the “tact, forbearance, and good sense,” of which Sir | 





Put plainly this means that | 
| by the Crown in Parliament 





WiLLiAM Kennepy spoke, and, if it became necessary, one 
means of avoiding undue friction wouki be the establichment of 
a joint American and British Prize Court such as has been 
recently suggested. But these observations make us regret the 
more the loss of the Judge who had specially devoted himself to 
such matters. 


Compulsory Military Service. 

We novice that Professor PoLLARD in a letter to the 7imes 
of the 22nd inst., and the 7imes itself in a leading article of the 
same date, endorse in effect the view we took a fortnight ago as 
to the legal position of compulsory military service (ante, p. 200). 
Professor POLLARD distinguishes between the military service 
which was incident to certain feudal tenurer, and which 
disappeared in 1662, and the obligation “to assist the Crown in 
preserving peace,” and this, he says, included “an obligation to 
assist the Crown and its officers if the peace were disturbed by a 
foreign invader.” In modern times the latter obligation found 
practical expression in the Militia Acts. The Act of 1802 (42 
Geo. 3, c. 90), to which we have already referred, and which 
was a consolidating statute, had the following preamble : 

Whereas a respectable military force, under the command of 
officers possessing landed property, within Great Britain, is 
essential to the constitution ; and the Militia, as by law estab 
lished, through its constant readiness on short notice for effectual 
service, has been found of the utmost importance for the internal 
defence of the Realm. 

And the Act provided for the augmenting of the numbers cf 
the force and for its greater efficiency. 


The Crown's Prerogative. 

BUT THOSE were days not only for Militia Acts but for Defence 
of the Realm Acts, which included provisions for indemnifying 
persons who suffered by the measures taken. One such was a 
statute of 1803 (43 Geo. 3, ¢. 55), and later in the same year 
came another (c. 96) amending it and purporting also by its 
title “to enable His Majesty more effectually and speedily to 
exercise his ancient and undoubted prerogative in requiring the 
military service of his liege subjects in case of invasion of the 
Realm ; and the preamble. after reciting that it is desirable to 
amend the earlier Defence Act, continues :— 

And whereas it is also expedient to enable His Majesty 
to exercise his ancient and undoubted prerogative of requiring 
the military service of all his liege subjects in case of an 
invasion of the Realm by a foreign enemy. 

And then further provision is made as to raising the militia. 
Prima facie this looks as though Parliament was recognizing 
some prerogative of the Crown to make a-levy en masse, but, 


| in fact, as we formerly pointed out, the levy was always made 





hy statute, and we imagine that Prof. POLLARD is quite correct 
when he says that it is a right which now can only be exercised 
\ Any other form of exercise, if 
it ever existed, has for centuries fallen into disuse, and is 
constitutionally extinct. The 7imes admits this when it says 
that, “no one bas seriously suggested, so far as we know, that 
compulsory service could be established by any Government 
without the consent of Parliament.” And if that consent should 
be given, we may suggest that the compulsory service will be 
strictly limited to defence. There is doubtless a measure of 
truth in the contention that a British army fighting on the 
Continent may be defending this country, but that is not the 
plain meaning of “service for the defence of the Realm” as known 
to the Constitution—the service, doubtless, which Lord HALDANE 
was aiming at in his well-known speech. 


for Lord Jus 


Che funeral service Kennedy took place on Thursday 
the 2ist inst.. at St. Mary Abbot's, Kensington, the interment being at 
Highgate Cemeterv The service was conducted by the Bishop of Ken- 


uded Lady Kennedy, the Rev. John 
Kennedy (brother). Mr. A. R. Kennedy, the Rev. Horace Kennedy, 
und Captain A. J. R. Kennedy (sons), Sir William Richmond (brother 
in-law) and Lady Richmond. ‘A memorial service was subsequently held 
n the chapel of Lincoln’s-inn, which was conducted by Dr. Wace. Dean 
of Canterbury. The Prime Minister, the Lord Chief Justice, the Master 
of the Rolls. the Attorney-General,. the Solicitor-General, the Ear) of 
Halsburvy and Viscount Bryce were present, and there was a very. ful: 
itt nda f judges ard members of the bat 


sington. The chief mourners 
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Emergency Legislation of France. 


By Maurice Tuéry, Avocat du Barreau de Paris, Barrister-at- 
Law (Middle Temple), and RicHarp Kine, of London, 
Solicitor of the Supreme Court, England. 


III. 


Companies, Public Funds and Loans.—Companies, governed by 
French law, ‘‘ Communes,” “ Departements” and “ Etablissements 
Public” (Public Bodies), are entitled to postpone the redemption of 
their debentures, and, if necessary, the payment of money prizes («) 
in respect of the same. Companies governed by French law can 
also postpone the payments of their coupons. Such companies, 
and those who are granted time for repayment of money deposits, 
(see ante, p. 215), or of the credit balance of their clients’ accounts, 
are not to pay any dividends or interest to shareholders or 
holders of founders’ shares. In case such payment of dividends 
or interest is made, they are to be deemed to have waived the 
rights given by the Moratorium, which are otherwise available 
until Ist March, 1915. The above provisions are set out in 
the Ordinances of 29th August, 23rd September, 27th Septem- 
ber, and 27th October, 1914, and see anfe, p. 215, note (a). 

Judicial Moratorium: Limitations: Time  Limits—-By an 
Ordinance of 10th August, the effect of the Statutes of Limita- 
tions and of any time limit in civil, commercial and administra- 
tive matters, and all rules as to time for entering appeal 
against, or for service or execution of, any judgment of the 
judicial or administrative courts, are stayed until the end of 
the hostilities. ‘The above provisions also apply to the registra- 
tion of hypothecation deeds and land transfers. 

Provision is also made as to what will be ths fresh period of 
time during which anything which has not been done on account 
of the Ordinance will have to be done when the Ordinance 
ceases to be in force. In case of appeals, applications 
to re-open judgments, &c., which have to be entered 
within a comparatively short time, the full period during which 
this can be «lone is to ran again from the date of cessation of 
hostilities ; but in other cases (¢.g., statutory limitation) where a 
much longer period is required, the time which has run before 
the beginning of the war is to be taken into account, and the 
remainder only of the period required is to run from the date 
of cessation of hostilities. 

As will easily be realized, the immediate consequence of this 
Ordinance was to bring all litigation to a standstill. If, for 
instance, when the defendant to an action does not enter an 
appearance, the plaintiff is not at liberty to take judgment by 
default because the rule as to the time during which the defendant 
is to enter an appearance is stayed, it becomes impossible to 
proceed with any action. However, an application can be made 
to the President of the court in which an action is entered for 
special leave to proceed. Such application may be granted in 
very urgent cases ; for instance, in actions for alimony, or actions 
brought under the Employers’ Liability Acts (). 

By the same Ordinance, any condition in private contracts as 
to forfeiture in case of non-performance within a certain time is 
also made temporarily inoperative. Provision is to be made 
later as to the date from which any such condition comes into 
force again. 

Payment of Rent.—Moratory legislation was also made bearing 
upon the payment of rent. A number ot Ordinances were made 
for that purpose, with very elaborate provisions, and a certain 
amount of intricacy. As they are not likely to be of any 


(a) In the case of loans issued by public corporations such as the Town of Paris, the 
Crédit Foncier, or others, the repayment of the loan is often accompanied by the pay- 
ment of monoy prizes, and the securities issued by such public corporations are not : nly 
an investment but a lottery. They are redeemable by lot drawn, for instance, annually, 
and the first debenture «rawn for rep:yment receives in addi:ion to repayment, say, 
£4,000, the second one drawn would receive £400, &c. They are cal'ed’ money prize 
securities (Valeurs & Lots) The ordinance authorizes these corporations to postpone the 
payment of such money prizes. 


(b) An alteration has now been made to the Ordinance of 10th August {1 respect of the 
judicial moratoriam. By an Ordinance of 15th December “the Presi ‘ent of the Court 
cab, upon application, stay the effect of the Ordinance of 10th August in a civen case, as 

is persons who are not in active service and who are domiciled outside certain 
Giatricts, the name of which shall be given by another Ordinance.'’ In all probability 
these districts are those which are more directly affected by the war. It is difficult to 
foresee what will be the consequences of the Ordinance of 15th December as it will very 
much depend on the private views of each President of Court. 





interest to British readers, it seems sufficient for the present 
purpose merely to state that provisions were made authorizing 
tenants to postpone, under certain conditions, the payment 
of their rent: 

Special Privilege of Persons in Actwe Service.-- The law of Sth 
August, by section 4, enacts that, during the mobilization and 
until the cessation of hostilities, no proceedings shal! be 
instituted, and no execution shall take place, against persons in 
active service, excepting in the case of public prosecution. 


Trade-marks and Designs.—From 1st August, and until such 
date as shall be named as being the date of the cessation of 
hostilities, the rules as to the time within which the owner of a 
patent is to pay the annual fees under penalty of forfeiture are 
stayed. ‘The same provision applies to the payments which are 
to be made upon application for a patent or an addition certifi- 
cate. Rules as to the forfeiture of patents when not worked, 
or as to the time during which the holder of a warranty 
certificate delivered in connection with a French Exhibition 
can claim legal protection for his discoveries, designs or trade- 
marks, and also rules as to the time during which any person 
who has made a deposit of a design or model is entitled to 
apply for the continuance of the same with or without publicity, 
are also made temporarily inoperative. 

Carriage of (cods by Railway —At the begioning of the war 
the railway passenger traffic and the carriage of goods was com- 
pletely stopped. It has now been resumed, and under the 
“ Arrété” of the Minister of War of lst November, 1914, the 
railway companies incur no liability whatever for any delay in 
delivering the goods; but they are responsible for loss or 
damage arising from gross negligence if they cannot shew that 
it was the consequence of the state of war. Such liability, how- 
ever, does not extend to damage or decay which, on account of 
the nature of the goods, is the consequence of the delay in 
delivering such goods. 

Marine Insurance: Sea War Risks.—The State is authorized to 
insure against sea war risks, either ships or cargoes. The 
cargo insurance may be granted for import or export cargoes 
carried by French, allied or neutral ships. The insurance can 
apply to cargoes carried to foreign countries by French ships, 
registered in a French harbour when sailing. In any case the 
usual sea risks are to be otherwise insured against. The 
insurance can cover the full value of the cargo such as it is 
stated to be in the policy for the other risks. The premium 
payable to the State for such insurance is not to exceed 5 per 
cent. of the amount insured for. The insurance shall be kept 
up at the rate agreed upoa for a given voyage only provided the 
ship shall start within fifteen days from the date of agreement, 
but the days during which the ship may be detained by “vis 
major” shall be left out in reckoning the said fifteen days. Par- 
ticulars of each contract are to be agreed to by the Minister of 
Finance on the proposal of the executive committee referred to 
in the decree of 11th August, 1914. 








Crown Proceedings and Costs. 


A CORRESPONDENT has asked our opinion upon the moral 
legal and constitutional questions raised by Hardman v. Army 


Council (Times, 23rd January). This case has been tem- 
porarily adjourned, in order to give the Attorney-General, 
who appears for the Army Council, an opportunity of con- 
sulting the War Office with a view to the legislative am« nd- 
ment of the Army Act in connection with the points raised ; 
but we have no hesitation in saying that we feel the plaintiff 
to have an unanswerable case on the merits, and a very strong 
one in law. The plaintiffs’ horses were requisitioned by the 
military authorities, in pursuance of powers conferred by se- 
tion 115 of the Army Act, 1881; and in due course the assess- 
ment of compensation came up before the county court judge 
of Liverpool. Section 115 (4) of the Act named enacts that 
the responsible military authority (now the Army Council, by 
virtue of th Army (Annual) Act of 1909, section 4) shall 
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cause payment to be made for carriages, animals, and vessels 


furnishéd under the provisions of the section, and adds that 
any difference as to the amount payable is to be “‘ de- 
termined by a county court judge’’ having the juris- 
diction named in the sub-section. 
the Act of 1881 became law there was passed the 
County Court Act of 1888, and under its provisions 
have been duly enacted the existing body of county court 
rules; among these, ord. 50, r. 14, enacts that any 
difference arising under section 115 of the Army Act shall be 
decided by action to be commenced by plaint in the ordinary 
way. The plaintiff followed the ordinary course as prescribed 
by the rules, paid his fees, got a hearing and a decision in his 
favour that he was entitled to £47 by way of compensation, 
and had the satisfaction of seeing judgment for that amount 
duly entered in his favour. This, of course, automatically 
carries costs on the prescribed scale. But the Army Council 
promptly appealed, and raised the point that this county 
eourt rule is really ultra vires, that the county judge is not a 
judge, but merely an arbitrator, under the section, and that 
he has no power to enter judgment either for or against the 
Crown. This view was based by the Attorney-General partly 
on the ground that the statute does not expressly say the 
county court judge is to act in his judicial capacity; partly 
on the ground that it does not expressly declare the sum to 
be a ‘‘ debt ’’; partly because at common law the Crown is not 
liable in costs unless a statute expressly makes it liable 
(Blackstone’s Commentaries, III., p. 400); and partly on the 
very ingenious plea that the Army Council is an unincor- 
porated body, so that it can only be sued as representing the 
Crown, and therefore retains the common law privileges of 
the latter in respect of exemption from costs. 

As regards all such technicalities, we must say frankly 
that we never like to see the legal advisers of the Crown rely 
upon them in cases where it is clear that no real merits lie 
behind them. The Crown’s exemption from the ordinary 
liability of a defeated litigant to pay costs is a well-known 
anomaly which no one but an official would seriously defend, 
and which is in fact morally indefensible. In the present 
case, although no doubt the Attcrney-General only did his 
duty in accordance with precedent in taking all proper legal 
points in favour of the Army Council, one cannot help 
regretting that tradition has imposed on the law officers for 
the time being the unpleasing duty of raising technicalities 
to defeat meritorious claims against the Crown. Nor do the 
mere technicalities seem to be very conclusive. Section 115 
(4) expressly says that the county court judge shall deter- 
mine the amount to be paid. Now primd facie in an Act 
of Parliament ‘‘ determination ’’ by a judge implies “‘ judicial 
determination,’’ and this seems to involve the entering of a 
judicial judgment. When Parliament intends the county 
court judge to be a mere arbitrator, as under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, and in certain cases 
under the Agricultural Holdings Act, it feels no hesitation 
about saying so in express terms; it does not leave the fact to 
be a matter of inference. 

Again, when the Council is directed to pay the sum due, this 
direction in a statute is surely strong enough to create a legal 
debt recoverable by an indehitatus count in its modern simpli- 
fied form, or an equitable debt recoverable by an order of a 
Court of Equity ; the contention that, as in the case of local or 
public authorities, it merely creates a duty enforceable by 
mandamus, or perhaps not enforceable at all, seems a quite 
Unnecessary pedantry of interpretation. And the fact that 
the Army Council, in which large powers are vested by the 
Army (Annual) Act of 1905, is not expressly incorporated by 
that statute, is surely at law no more a defence to it against 
liability to be sued for the performance of its legal obligations 
to third parties, than the similar absence of incorporation in 

case of trade unions was held to be in the very celebrated 
tries cf cases which preceded the limited statutory exemption 
i cases of tort conferred by the Trade Disputes Act of 1907 


Seven years after 


thould be unambiguous, and therefore it is to be hoped that 
the adjournment of Hardman v. Army Council will lead to a 
satisfactory amendment of section 115 in accordance with the 
requirements of natural justice and equity 








Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


Roman Law.—A Manual of the Principles of Roman Law, 
relating to Persons, Property, and Obligations, with a Historical 
Introduction for the use of Students. By R. D. Metvitie, K.C., 
M.A., LL.B., Advocate of the Scottish Bar, Professor of Koman Law 
jn the Khedivial School cf Law, Cairo. W. Green & Son. 20s. net. 


Comparative Legisiation.— The Journal of the Society of 
Comparative Legislation. New Series, No. 32, January, 1915, 
John Murray. 5s. net. 


Estate Duty.——Inland Revenue Affidavits. How to prepate 
and deliver them for the payment of Estate Duty before obtaining a 
grant of Probate or Letters of Administration in England, &e., &e, 
By J. Q. Voysry, Estate Duty Office, Somerset House. Stevens & 
Haynes 2s. 6d. net. 


Estate Duty.—The Law and l’ractice of the Estate Duty Em- 
bodying the Relevant Parts of the Finance Acts 1894 to 1914; The 
Death Duties (Killed in War) Act, 1914; and other Acts affecting the 
Duty. By ALrrep W. Sowarp, U.B., Secretary of the Estate Duty 
Office. Fifth Edition. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 10s. 6d. net. 


Railways.—The Law of Carriage by Railway. By Henry W 
Disney, B.A. (Oxon), Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). 7s. 6d. 


Case and Comment.—The Lawyers’ Magazine, Vol 21, No. 8, 
January, 1915. The Lawyers’ Co operative Publishing Co., Roch 
ester, N.Y. 


Correspondence. 


Law Clerks with H.M. Forces. 

{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 
Sir,— With reference to your article in your issue of the 23rd inst., 
relating to the law clerks serving with His Majesty’s Forces, you will 
probably be interested to know that out of 3,100 London law clerks 
who are members of this society, some 340 have enlisted or have 
been embodied as Territorials. Many of these are now with the 
British Expeditionary Force. 

There are, perhaps, not less than 25,000 law clerks in Engiand and 
Wales, and if this average of 11 per cent. may be taken as an 
estimate of the probable number of law clerks now serving their 
King and country, the resulting figure provides, roughly, two and a 
half battalions of men. Morris W. Rrep, Secretary. 
United Law Clerks’ Societyy 2, Stone-buildings, 

Lincoln’s inn, W.U., Jan. 26. 


Welsh Church Act—Compensation to Patrons, 
[7'o the Editor of the Solecitors Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir—By the Welsh Church Act, s. 16, the Commissioners, if applica- 
tion is made to them within six months after the passing of the Act, 
are to compensate the patron for the loss of patronage of any benefice. 
The Act passed 18th September, 1914, consequently any applica- 
tion under this section must be made before 18th March next 

As the time is short and there is no public notice given by the 
Commissioners, I beg to add that the application should be sent to 
the Welsh Church Commissioners, at 119, Victoria-strect, S.W 

Henry H. BorTHaMLey. 

16, Bedford-row, London, W.C., Jan. 25 


At the general meeting of the Inns of Court Reserve Corps held last 
week it was unanimously.decided that steps should be taken to secure 
the services of a retired Regular officer of experience as Commandant 
In the meantime Messrs. F. Phillips, R. E. Moore and H. W. Saw, who 
have hitherto acted as chief instructors, have been elected principal 
officers of the corps, in the order of seniority named. The general manage 


ment of the corps continues to vest in a representative committee. More 
than 500 members have now been enrolled, and there is every prospect 
of the full battalion strength desired being shortly attained. The head 
quarters are at 1, Paper-buildings, Temple, and forms of application 
for enrolment can be obtained there, or by writing to the hon. secretary, 





However, it is certainly desirable that Acts of Parliament 





G Nugent Bankes. 123. St. George's ad. S.W 











a ee ee 








oo ane 


232 —— 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER 


Jan. 30, 1915. 9 





‘CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


CONTINENTAL TYRE ANO RUBBER CO, (GREAT BRITAIN) (LIM.) 
vo DAIMLE« Cy. (LiM.). SaME vc. THOMAS wZILLING (LIM.). 
Stu aud Yta December; 19th vanuary. 

REGISTRATION IN ENGLAND—Sware CAPITAL HELD By ALIEN 

Werner Company Can Suz Durning WAR—TRADING WITH 
4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 87), ss. 1 (3), 2 (2) (B 


COMPANY 
ENEMIES 
rue Enemy Acr, 1914 
A company registered in England under the Companies Act, but the 

share capital of which was substantially wholly held by alien enemes, 

sued on certain bills of exchange, dated May and June, 1914 The 
defendants had cepted the bills before the declaration of war, but the 
hile had matured after the date when war was declared 

The same ¢ ymepany b ight another action aqainat oth defendan 


idler order 14 lawn ng t an aum udgment for he halance 


upplied to the detendant prior te the declara 


of an account for good 

i if war, 
ln both ea ju nt we 
defendants, in both ‘ appealed 
Held, that the re yr of the plaintiff 
because, ¢ ) eal ) the war, ¢ l the 
resided é ‘ ry, and theres 
é I'he plaintiff 


e? ied f ‘ fain the actior ma 


given wt r of the plaintiff The 


mpany had not changed 
harehold: 


became 


and directora 
alien enemies 
nL pUuny, therefore, was im 
emuch as the right f such 
a company t } ‘ ind, and the + yht of British ubjects to trade 
with it in Bnal d recognized by the 7 wling with the Enemy Act, 
1914 nad by ery natwns sued thereunder 
Decision of ‘ n Continental Tyre and Rubber Co 
Britain) (Limited) + «s Tilling (Limited) (ante, p. 106), 
Ihe question raised by these appeals was whether an action could be 
maintained b 4 any registered and « irrying on business in Eng 
ind wi y ered office in this cour try, vhose shareholders were 
ahen en . th the exception of one person holding a single share 
The facte In the first case the plaintiff company 
sued on certain ils } we, dated M a) ind June, 1914 The 
defendants had ¢ ls before the declaration of war, but the 
, namely, in 
Septen ber and ‘ ] ( vital of the ompany as stated 
£25 000 x1 each, of hich £24,998 of the capital was 
r\ ri ' ompany il Hanove1 The remain 
in director and the secretary 1 British 
who be England at date of the declaration of 
ith August, | rhe an English company, 
registered at Somers se under the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 
1908 Since the « reak ot the war the company had been doing busi 
ness with the British Government, and had received money for goods 
supplied. On 16th September the rote to the Committee on 
rade t the Enem on the ) ot ti iding, and had rec eived a 
reply to the t there ’ ng to prohibit the company from 
f lready d, and that it might continue to 
nsigned to a hostile country it 
itbreax of the var had been 


(reat 


athrmed 


bills did not m re til a date 1itel it is declared 


company as 
mM pans 


vere not 
ted I nt since the 
remitted ti lier mu Phe defendants had paid into court the 
money due t ll The ond appeal, that by Thomas Tilling 
Limited) judgment of Lush, J., in favour of the same 
plaintiffs hi the plaintiffs claimed, under order 14, to sign 
summary judgment for £5,755, balance of account for tyres sold and 
itbreak of the war. Lush, J 
on business in this country, 
whole of the share capital was held by alien 
roods sold and delivered 
provided it was not employed to sell the goods as agent of an alien 
enemy with the intention of remitting the proceeds of the sale abroad 
Scrutton, J., in the first case, followed the decision of Lush. J re 
ported ante, p. 106). The defendants in both actions appealed. The 
appeals were heard before a full Court of Appeal, consisting of Lord 
Reapine, C.J., Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Buckiey, KENNEDY 
PuiIttimore, and Pickrorp, L.JJ. Cur. adv. vult. 

Lord Reapine, C.J., giving the judgment of the majority of the 
ourt, said that the two actions were brought for the purpose ‘of deter 
whethe during the ar payment ot a debt could be enforced 
by a company of whi all the shareholders and directors were alien 
In the first « on Scrutton, J ifirmed the order of the 
master, wi r leav ign final judgment under order 14 In the 
second action, which was tried before Lush, J., judgment was also in 
favour of the plaintiff company The present appeals were against both 
judgments, and, by msent, were heard together. The plaintiffs were 
» limited under the Companies Act. They 

} ristered office of the company, 


deliveres fendants before the 
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alth ugh s t illy the 


enemies, was entitled to sue for the price of 


stered anl carrying 


mining 


enemies 


ompany corporated 
‘ arried on business in La ndon, at the re 
ind had a number of encies throughout the United Kingdom The 
parent company was formed in Germany ind they had established 
one in the United Kingdom 
supplied before the war, and both 
on the ground that the plaintiff company 
was not entitled to enforce the debt, since the company must be regarded 
as ah alien enemy, notwithstanding the fact that it was a limited 
company, and that the court should look at the substance, 


various subsidiary panies, including the 
The case had reference to oods 
defendants resisted payment, 





and not at the technicalities, of the matter. In the first case 
the plaintiff company was the drawer and holder of bills 
accepted by the defendants for goods supplied before the declara- 
tion of war, which bills matured for payment, and were presented after 
the declaration of war. In the second case the plaintiffs’ claim was for 
1 balance of account for goods supplied before the war. It could not be 
disputed that the plaintiff company was an entity created under statute, 
At the outbreak of the war it was carrying on business in the United 
Kingdom, and until the outbreak of the war was entitled to receive 
payments for debts. Had the character of the company changed be 
ause, on the outbreak of the war, all the shareholders and d tors 
resided in an enemy country, and, therefore, became alien enemies? 
It was an English company before the war, and it remained an English 
company. It was undoubtedly the policy of the law as administered in 
our courts to regard substance, and to disregard form. But substance 
must not be treated as form, or swept aside as technicality, because that 
course might appear convenient in a particular case. It was argued 
that the Trading with the Enemy Act swept this aside as a technicality, 
ind that the company should be treated, not as an English company, but 
1s a German company. But the company had been registered under the 
Companies Act, and had a real existence. It could not be said to be 
technically an English company, and substantially a German company, 
except by the use of misleading language. Once it was constituted an 
English company it was an artificial creation of the Legislature with a 
separate existence, and could not be swept aside as a te hnicality. 
Once a corporation had been established in accordance with the law, it 
was an English company, notwithstanding that all the shareholders were 
Germans. The debts were not due to the shareholders, but to the 
company, which alone was entitled to enforce payment, and once this 
conclusion was reached, it followed that the payment was not to the 
alien enemy shareholders, nor for their benefit. Therefore, though pay 
ent for goods was forbidden for the benefit of an enemy, this would 
not apply to a company incorporated in this country. Lt was clear 
that the test of residence was not to be applied in such a case as this, 
is the company in question did not become incorporated in an enemy's 
intry. ‘hough the directors, being alien enemies, ceased to exist as 
those who could be sued, the company still lived : Salomon vy. Salomon 
1997, A. ( 22) und Janson v. Driefontein Consolidated Mines 
Limated) (1902, A. C. 484). The same result was arrived at fr the 
terms of the Proclamation Relating to Trading with the Enemy, issued on 
9th September, 1914, which gave a definition of ‘‘enemy.”’ It followed 
that there was no judicial authority for the proposition put forward by 
the defendants, and, indeed, there was a weight of judicial opinion 
against it : Gramophone and Typewriter (Limited) vy. Stanly y (1908, 2 
K. B. 89) and Kodak Limited) v. Clark (1903, l kK B. 505) Further, 
t was argued that the plaintiff company could not, in time of war, be 
regarded as a subject of the Crown, that it had no mind, and could not 
be loyal or disloyal to the State, and that only the character of the 
shareholders could determine whose subject the company was hat 
ew had not been favoured by the House of Lords in Janeon vy 
Driefontein Consolidated Mines (Limited) (supra). The court were 
ilso mvited to decide against the plaintiff company, on the ground that 
llow it to recover debts during the war would be against public 
Sut nothing would more easily tend to create uncertainty and 
onfusion in our law than to allow considerations of public policy, is dis 
tinguished from law based upon public policy, to be a ground of judicial 
decision. Both appeals would, therefore, be dismissed. His lordship 
added that the judgment of the majority of the court which he had 
delivered—i.¢., of all the members, except Buckley, L.J. (who dissented), 
had been read by the late Kennedy, L.J., and approved of by him 
sucKLey, L..J., said he regretted that he was unable to concur in the 
judgment delivered. He regarded the question as so momentous that 
he mdde no apology for stating as clearly as he could his reasons for 
arriving at a contrary conclusion. Corporators were essential to the 
existence of any corporate body, and apart from these corporators it 
could have neither thoughts, wishes, nor intentions, nor had it any mind: 
if it were a British corporation it would stand in the same position for 
most purposes as a British subject as regarded rights of ownership of 
property or protection, but whilst it stood so for these purposes, it 
ould not, he thought, be accurately described as a British subject. A 
subject must be one who could owe and pay allegiance to the King, whe 
could serve the’ King physically, who could be either loyal or disloyal, 
ind none of these things could be attributed to an abstract local entity, 
vhich had no existence at law except in point of law. This corporation 
as one which, as a corporation, certainly had an independent local 
existence, and as a separate legal person it was British. But, on the 
other hand, all its directors were German, and its shareholders, except 
one, were Germans. The artificial legal thing was British, but al! this 
corporation that could have thoughts were Germans. The question was 
whether, when all the natural persons who expressed and gave effect to 
their wishes through the corporation as a legal abstraction were Germans 
resident in Germany, the corporation could sue in this country, because 
those persons who could not sue were, as a matter of law, absorbed ina 
separate legal person which was British and could sue. The cont ictal 
relations constituted by membership in a corporation under the Con anies 
Where the corporator was an alien enemy, whose 
relations might be virtually affected by a state of war, the motive 
power of the corporation might become paralysed and suspended by the 
existence of war in a case where every corporator was an alien enemy 
under disability as such. Suppose it were the law to allow a sole 
person to incorporate himself as a company with limited liability, and 
an individual German resident in Germany became incorporated here 
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‘war that alien enemy, because he had acquired a legal corporate name, 
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a British company, could it be seriously contended that in time of 


and had an artificial legal existence in this country, was consequently 
for the present purpose not an alien enemy? Did it make any difference 
there must be two persons, or that the number wag seven or ten’ 
The fumber ‘of corporators in the present company was six. If his 
mt were wrong (as, having regard to the judgment of the other 
members of the court, he must assume that it was), the matter was one 
ghich urgently called for legislation. The proposition that an alien 
q@emy could not sue rested upon the proposition that he could not 
h the King. The court was the King’s court. Let them take 
case of six Germans forming a private company. Could they 
ch the King? To say they could because it was not they, but a 
British corporation, who approached him was an unsound argument. An 
artificial legal entity had no independent power. It was the German 
ion, which, under a corporate name, was still German. He was 
@ opinion that the company stood for present purposes in the position 
a alien enemies. The actions were by alien enemies suing by a 
crporation, and he thought the appeals should be allowed. The right 
form was to set aside the service of the writ and order plaintiffs to pay 
the costs of the appeal. . 
Both the appeals were dismissed by a majority of the court.— 
Covnse, for the appellants, Gore-Browne, K.C., and Maddock, 
in the first case; Leslie Scott, K.C., and Jowitt, in the second 
ase; for the respondents, J. H. Campbell, K.C., and Douglas Hogq. 
Surcrrors, Andrew Wood, Purves, d Sutton, for BR. A. Rotherham. 
Coventry, for the Daimler Co. (Limited); Hicklin, Washington, 
& Pasmore, for Thomas Tilling (Limited) ; Stephenson, Harwood, & 
(»., for the respondents. 


(Reported by Exsxtxs Rerp, Barrister-at-Lew.)} 


GRIME v. FLETCHER. No.1. /6th and 18th Jannary, 


Woramen’s Compensation—Deatn Resuttine rrom InsuRY—ACCIDENT 

to Evk, CAUSING MUCH PaIN AND IMPAIRED VisION—SUICIDE oF 
Workman—No Evipence or Insanrry—No Norice Tmt AFTER 
Deru—Emetoyer Presgupicep—WorkmeEN's CoMPENSATION AcT. 
196 (6 Ev. 7, c. 58), Scuep. I. (1) (a). 


4 workman met with injury by accident to his eye, arising out of and 
inthe course of his employment, causing him much pain and impaired 
vsion. A fortnight after the accident he consulted a apecialist, who in- 
formed him that he might lose the sight of the eye. The next day he com 
mitted suicide, shooting himself with a re volver, which he had brought 
th him from his home more than an hour before. There was evidence of 

tal depression caused by the injury, but, apart from the fact of 
micide, none of insanity. No notice of the accident was given until 
after the inquest. 

Hdd, that, there being no evidence of insanity, the death was caused 
by the man’s own deliberate act, and did not result from the injury, 
ad that the claim was also barred by delay-in giving notice. 


Appeal by the employers from an award of the county court judge at 
Preston. The deceased workman wae chief mechanic in the employers’ 
works, On 4th December, 1913, in the course of his employment, 
te was bending a red hot pipe when a splinter of metal flew into his 
tight eye. Part was got out by him at once, and another small piece 
by his doctor the next evening, and the eye treated with lotions. He 
ontinued going to his own doctor, but the evidence wae that he suffered 
tat pain and was much depressed. He went on with his work, how 
ter, except attending to the lights. On 19th December he consulted 
m eye specialist at Preston, who scraped the eye and got some rust out 

it, an operation that caused acute pain, and told him that his vision 
night be impaired, or even lost altogether. The next day, the 20th, he 
vent to work at 5 a.m., and attended to the machinery as usual, but 
"8 not seen alive after 6.10. At 7.30 he was found dead from a shot 
wand in the head froma revolver which belonged to a relative, and 
Thich he had taken from his house that morning. No notice of the 
weident was given to the employers until after the inquest, at which 

coroner's jury returned a verdict of euicide during temporary 
munity. The county court judge held that the deceased was insane 
when he committed suicide, that his death resulted from injury caused 

«cident arising out of the employment, and awarded compensation 
the widow. The employers appealed. 

Taz Covrr allowed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the case was one which had been 
“jued with great ability, and raised questions of considerable interest, 

in the event the principal one—namely, whether death by suicide 
said to result in any case from an injury by accident 

oa not arise. Hie lordship thought there was no evidence 
justify the finding of the county court judge that the 
prorpees was insane; also that no sufficient notice of the acci- 
=. given. peeving, stated the facts, his lordship proceeded :| 
te had been that conflict, which was seen here, between legal and 
re sa opinion ever since McNaghten’s case (10 Cl. & Fin. 200). 
me held that the fact that a man committed suicide was in itself 
bind of insanity. That view was untenable; it was nothing of the 

M. Here there was no evidence that the man had any special 

convictions. But it was said that, living the steady and 
ee life he did, he could not have committed suicide unless he 
dec deranged. Again, it was said that the injury to the eye might 


of opinion. The learned judge had had great difficulty in coming to the 
conelusion that he did, that the man was insane at the time. ‘Every 
sign shewed that the suicide was deliberately premeditated. ~ In his 
lordship’s opinion there was no evidence to justify the finding ‘on this 
point. If he had to guess, he would come to the conclusion that the 
motive was really what some witnesses had called cowardice. There was 
another point, however, as to notice, which was not given until after 
the inquest. It was contended that the employer was not prejudiced 
by the failure to give notice. From the 4th to 19th December the 
evidence shewed that the man was suffering much pain in his eye, and 
was depressed. The appellant’s argument involved tnis, that the whole 
of the provisions of section 2 had no application to the case of a claim 
by dependants. But that section was perfectly general. In a case where 
notice of accident had been given by a workman and he afterwards died, 
no further notice need be given by his dependants. The section did not 
say who wae to give the notice, only that notice must be given. The 
fact that all claims must be made within six months shewed that 
dependants were within the rules as to notice. If the fact of the death 
was known to the employers and their solicitors, that did not dispose 
of the difficulty caused by the lack of notice between 4th and 19th 
December. There was no reasonable cause for not giving notice, and 
no evidence that the employers were not prejudiced by the delay. The 
appeal would be allowed with costs, 

Swinren Eapy and Puamurwore, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the former observing that the accident could not be treated as 
serious on the question of insanity, and trivial with regard to notice, 
and the latter saying that the suicide was not the act of an insane 
person, or a case of automatic impulse like that of a person throwing 
himself in front of a train.—Counsei, Rigby Swift, K.C., and Adshead 
Elliott ; W. Shakespeare and 7. Eastham. Sorscrrors, Rawle, John- 

for John Taylor, Blackburn; Aspden, Chorley. 
(Reported by H. Laweronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.) 


stone, & €'o., 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


BARWELL +. NEWPORT, ABERCARN, BLACK VEIN STEAM COAL 
CO. (LIM.). No.2. 1i4th and 15tu December. 


Mine—CoaL Mine—Minimcem Wace—Ciaim in Country Court 
ABSENCE oF CERTIFICATE—StatuToORY TripvnaL—Ruicut To Sup—Coar 
Mines (Minimum Wace) Act, 1912 (2 Geo. 5, c. 2), 8. 4. 


A miner claimed 11s. 3d. in the county court, the difference between 
the minimum rate of wages und the amount actually earned by him for 
that week. The claim had been referred to the statutory tribunal, and 
decided against him, and in the county court his counsel admitted that 
he could not produce a certificate by the tribunal that wrt pes! was a 
member of the clase to whom the minimum rate applied. Thereupon 
the summons was dismissed, and judgment’ was entered for the 
defendants. 

Held, that it was not a condition precedent to the plaintiff's right 
to sue that he should have obtained a certificate, that he was a workman 
to whom the minimum rate of wages was applicable. 


Randle v. Clay Cross Co. (Limited) (1914, 3 K. B. 795) not followed 


Appeal by plaintiff from a judgment of the Divisional Court on appeal 
from a decision of the judge of the Newport County Court on a ques 
tion under the Coal Mines (Minimum Wage) Act, 1912. The plaintiff 
claimed to recover certain wages under the Act. The dispute which 
arose had been considered by the tribunal which had been appointed 
under section 1 (2) of the Act, and the district rules. The defendants 
gave notice of the following ground of defence: that the matter in 
dispute had been referred, and that the statutory tribunal had certified 
that the plaintiff was not entitled to the amount claimed. But no 
certificate of any decision of that tribunal was produced in the county 
court. The indies on that ground gave judgment for the defendants 
on the authority of Randle v. Clay Cross Co. (Limited) (1913, 3 K. B. 
795), in which it was held that it was a condition precedent to pro- 
ceedings in the county court that a certificate should be produced from 
the statutory tribunal that the workman claiming wages was one to 
whom the minimum rate was applicable. The Divisional Court affirmed 
the judge, and the plaintiff appealed. 

Buckiey, L.J., in giving judgment, said that it was admitted in 
the argument that the object of the action was to get set aside the 
decision in Randle's case, so that really this was in substance an appeal 
from the decision given in that case. The plaintiff sued for 11s. Sa , 
the balance of wages he alleged to be due to him for a particular week. 
His lordship dealt with the Act which conferred the right to a mini- 
mum wage on a certain class of workmen. In the present case counsel 
for the plaintiff, admitting that he could not put in a certificate of the 
ampire in respect of the plaintiff's case, and further admitting that 
Randle’s case wag fatal to the plaintiff in the county court, judgment 
was entered for the defendants. Therefore the decision was this, that 
as the county court judge did not know what the dispute was which had 
arisen between the parties, or how the umpire had dealt with it, and 
as counsel for the plaintiff merely said that he could not produce a 
certificate, the defendants, on the decision in Handle’s case, were 
entitled to judgment. In his lordship’s opinion that was wrong. The 





oh snewe of the brain, and that such medical evidence ougiit not 
disregarded. The answer was, that was evidence not of fact, but 


production of a certificate was not a condition precedent to the plain 
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tiff’s right to sue. If there was no dispute, it was clear that the pro- 
duction of a certificate could not be a condition precedent. If there 
was a dispute, it could not be a precedent in every case. If it appeared 
that there had been a reference to arbitration, but the arbitration was 
not concluded, he thought that the county court judge ought to say 
that he could not proceed further on the materials before him, and 
to adjourn the case. Here the stage had not been reached at which 





it was essential for a certificate to be produced. The county court 
judge should have heard the case, and it must be remitted to him for 


further hearing, with a direction that the production of a certificate | 


was not a condition precedent to the right to sue 
Pumtmore and Pickrorp, L.JJ., gave judgment to the like effect. 
Order accordingly.—Counset, for the plaintiff, Greer, K.C., Parsons, 


K.C., and A. 7. James; for the defendants, Scott-Fox, K.C., and 
Harold Morris Sonicrrors, Smith, Rundell, 4 Dods, «for | 
Morgan, Bruce, & Nicholas, Pontypridd; Bell, Brodrick, & Gray, for 
Cay Kenshole, Aberdare. 
(Reported by Exsxtne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.) 
HAYWOOD r. FARABEE. No. 2. 16th December. 

Pracrice—AprraL—Parties—County Court—AppraL TO COURT OF 

Apreat rrom Divistonan Court—Deatn or Responpent PenpinG 

Appeat—Jvurispicrion or Court or Appeat To App ResPponpent’s 


LeGcaL Representative. 

Where an appe al against a decision of a Divisional Court haa been set 
down, but before the hearing of the appeal the respondent dies, appli- 
cation for leave to add the legal representative of the deceased party 
can properly be made to the Court of Appeal. 

Blakeway v. Patteshall (1894, 1 Q. B. 247) followed. 


In this case the plaintiff Haywood had entered an appeal against a 
judgment of the Divisional Court (Ridley and Rowlatt, JJ.), reversing 
a decision of the learned judge sitting at the county court,-Kingston 
on-Thames The defendant died after the appeal to the Court of 
Appeal had been entered, and on the appeal coming on for hearing plain 
tiff's counsel applied for leave to make the legal personal representative 
of the defendant a party to the appeal, and to continue proceedings 
against him. There was no provision in the County Court Rules which 
dealt with such a case as the present, but in Blakeway v. Patteshall 
(1894, 1 Q. B. 247) it was laid down that where, on an appeal being 
brought from a county court, one of the parties dies after the entry of 
the appeal to the Divisional Court, that court had juriediction to give 
leave to add the personal representative of the party eo dying, and 
the application need not be made to the county court. It was sub 
mitted that, the appeal being entered to the Court of Appeal, leave to 
add as a party the legal representative of the deceased party should 
be made to the Court of Appeal. The defendant’s counsel made no 
7 tion to the application. 

‘ne Court (Bucktey, Purcimure, and Pickrorp, L.JJ.) granted the 
application, being of opinion that the decision in Blakeway v. Patteshall 
(supra) mutatis mutandis should be followed. The appeal was pro- 
ceeded with, and dismissed on its merits.—Counset, for the plaintiff, 
1. 2. Woodgate ; for the defendant, Heber Hart, K.C., and A. L. Ellis. 
Soricrrors, Peet d& Manduell ; L. W. Taylor. 

[Reported by Ensxixe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.} 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re LAW GUARANTEE TRUST AND ACCIDENT SOCIETY (LIM.). 
GODSON’S ACTION. Neville, |. Ist and 2nd December. 


InsuRANCE—Depentures—LiIQuIDATION OF 
INSURANCE—DEBENTURE-HOLDER'S RiGuTs OF 
RELATIONSHIP 


Where certain assets of a brewery company were mortgaged to a 
guarantee society as truetees for the debenture-holders, and the quarantee 
society reinsured the debentures with other companies, on an applica- 
tion hy the debenture-holders for a declaration that they were entitled 
to the benefit of all the reinsurances, : 

Held, that the society were under no fiduciary relation to the deben- 
ture-holdera in re spect of the money resulting from the reinsurances, 
and that it accordingly formed part of the general assets of the society. 


Society—Re 
FIpuctIaRY 


(JUARANTEE 
INDEMNITY 


This was an application to the court by one Godson for a declaration 
tnat he was entitled to the benefit of all reinsurances effected by the 
Law Guarantee Society in connection with certain debentures. Godson 
was the sole registered holder of a series of debentures issued by the 
Bedford Brewery (Plymouth) (Limited), and secured by a trust deed 
of 5th March, 1901. By this deed the assets of the brewery company 
were mortgaged to the Law Guarantee Society as a trustee for the 
debenture nolders, and the society guaranteed payment of the principal 
and interest secured by the debentures. In 1908 the brewery company 
went into liquidation, and the society went into possession of the 
property the subject of the security. In December, 1909, the Law 
Guarantee Society went into liquidation. The society had reinsured 
the debentures with the Law Accident Insurance (Limited) and with 
other companies. 

Nevitir, J., after stating the facts, said : The society are under no 
fiduciary relations to the debenture-holders in respect of the money 
resulting from the reinsurances, and this money accordingly forms 
part of the general assets of the society.—Counset, BE. W. Martelli, 








=== 

K.C., and J. EK. Adams; F. H. Maugham, K.C., BR. Younger, Ke 

and W. A. Greene. Soricrrons, Gee & Sons ; Frere, Cholmeley, & 0g. 
(Reported by L. M. Mat, Barrister-at-Law.) 








Re CONSOLIDATED DIESEL ENGINE MANUFACTURERS (Lim) 
Neville, J. Ist Deeember. 


Company — WINDING-UP -— PRACTICE— EMPLOYMENT OF  SOLICrToR~ 
RESOLUTION OF SHAREHOLDERS—CoMMITTEE OF INSPECTION—Appopg. 
MENT OF LiIQUIDATOR—DISAGRZEMENT WITH LIQUIDATOR— A PPLICatigy 
to Court Ex PARTE—COMPANIES (CONSOLIDATION) Act, 1908 (8 Ep, 7, 
c. 69), ss. 151 anp 158. 


A liquidator, without informing the committee of inspection 
obtained an order on an ex parte application to the registrar for th 
employment by him of a certain firm of solicitors to act for him in th 
liquidation. Ona motion by the committee to discharge the order, 

Held, that the liquidator ‘was bound, under section 158, to haw 
regard to the express wishes of the committee of inapection, and if 
thought they were acting unwisely, he should take the opinion of th 
creditors and contributories, which opinion would override that of th 
committee. 

In June, 1914, a general meeting of tne above company was held 
pags a especial resolution for voluntary winding-up. The resolution was 
not passed because the statutory majority was ndt obtained ; but befor 
the resolution was put to the meeting a resolution was passed that jf 
the company went into liquidation the liquidator should be requested 
to employ a firm of solicitors not previously connected with the com 
pany. On 7th July an order was made to wind the company » 
compulsorily, and Sir W. B. Peat was appointed liquidator with a com 
mittee of inspection. The company had been promoted by another 
company of the same name which was in course of liquidation by th 
same liquidator. Before the respective liquidations Messrs. Goldberg 
Barrett, & Co. had acted as solicitors for both companies, and they wer 
now acting as solicitors for the liquidator in the voluntary liquidation 
of the earlier company. On 18th November Sir W. B. Peat, without inany 
way consulting the committee of inspection, made an ¢z parte application 
to the court, under section 151 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 198 
for an order sanctioning his employing Messrs. Goldberg, Barrett, t 
Co. as his solicitors as Rauidator for this company in the matter of s 
sale by this company of certain works. The registrar made the 
order, which was drawn up the same day, and Sir W. B. Peat sube 
quently informed the committee of inspection of the appointment. They 
forthwith passed a resolution disapproving of the appointment, and now 
moved to discharge the registrar’s order. The following sections of th 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, were referred to :—Sections 15 
(i.) (ec) and 158. Counsel for the committee submitted that their objec 
tion to the firm was not personal, but was that the firm had acted for 
both companies in matters which perforce must be inquired into in th 
course of the winding-up. 

Neviite, J., after stating the facts, said : This order must be dis 
charged. The liquidator is bound, under section 158, to have regard 
the express wishes of the committee of inspection in this matter, ani 
if in his discretion he thinks they are acting unwisely, hie proper coum 
is to take the opinion of the creditors and contributories, as he has power 
to do, and any directions given by them would override the committe 
I do not think the liquidator was acting properly in going behind the 
backs of the committee and obtaining an order ex parte. The applicanie 
must have their costs, and the liquidator must pay them.—Covnsm, 
R. H. Hodge; Gore Browne, K.C., and FE. W. Hansell. Sorscrtons, 
Godwin & Son; Golberg, Barrett, & Co. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister at-Law.] 













































Ke DAVIES’ TRUSTS. Neville, J. lith December. 

l'rustees—Dovust as To Ipentity or Persons Entititep—Parim 

into Court—Executrix Wronoty Descrisep 1x PRrosate—OTHe 

Cuarmants—Dvuty or Trustees—Costs or Trustees on Pavuet 

Out 

Where trustees paid a fund into court to which a certain testa 
was entitled who had left it to one H. D. absolutely, and H. ? 
was described in the probate of the testator s will as H. D., the widow 
of the testator, when, in fact, although the testator had gone throw 
a form of marriage with H. D., his wife was still alive, and 
wife and child both made claims to the fund and the trustees paid 
into court, ‘ 

Held, on a summons for payment out, that they were to be allowed 
their costs of the summons. 













This was a summons for payment of a fund out of court, and the 
only point on it was whether certain trustees who had paid tse fund 
into court under the Trustee Act, 1893, were to be allowed their 
of the payment out or not. The facts were these: A certain t 
left all his property, which included this trust fund, to ‘ H. Dave 
absolutely,’’ and appointed her the sole executrix of his will, & 












took out probate, and was therein described as H. Davies, the widor 
of the testator. In fact, although the testator had gone through? 
form of marriage with her, she was not his lawful wife, as he =" 
wife still alive. The testator’s lawful wife, and also a danghte 





an earlier marriage, both made claims to the fund, which they ¥® 
neither substantiate nor withdraw, and accordingly the trustees 
the funds into court under the Trustee Act, 1893, instead of payims 
to H. Davies. It was contended that this payment into 
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—— 
onreasonable and unjustified, and that the trustees.should not have 
their costs. 

Nevitue, J., after stating the facts, said : These trustees are entitled 
to their costs. It is not incumbent on them to undertake the 
responsibility of paying the fund to H. Davies, having regard to the 
irregular description of her in the probate and the claims by other 
persons to the fund.—CounseL, Harman ; Greenland. So.icrrors, 
Macleod, Eyre, Dowling, 4 Co., for Chapman ad Son, Bridgwater ; 
Bridgeman & Co. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


° ‘ > 

High Court—King’s Bench 

Division. 

MANCHESTER INSURANCE COMMITTEE 

Kowlat’, J. 3rd December. 

PracticE—ATTACHMENT OF Desrs—NATIONAL INSURANCE—PANEL 
Docrors—Frres Heip sy INsuRANcCE ComMMITTER—PUBLIC POLICY 
NaTIonaL Insurance Act, 1911 (1 & 2 Gro. 5, c. 55). 

Funds for distribution among panel doctors received by an insurance 


committee under the National Insurance Act, 1911, may be attached 
by garnishee proceedings. 


O'DRISCOLL v. 


Trial of an interpleader issue. The plaintiffs were the executors of 
a Dr. O'Driscoll, the entire assete of whose estate consisted of the good 
will of his practice, which his executors sold to a Dr. Sweeney for 
£380. Judgment was recovered against Dr. Sweeney on 27th March, 
1914, for £ and costs in respect of the purchase of the good will. 


On 9th April a conditional order was obtained attaching all moneys due 
from the Insurance Committee to Dr. Sweeney in respect of his duties 


as a panel doctor. It was contended on behalf of the Insurance Com- 
mittee that, as the money was payable out of public funds for the publi: 
benefit, it was against public policy that the moneys in question should 
be attached. 

Rowtatr, J., said there was a familiar principle which prevented the 
attachment of salaries of officers in the service of the Crown, but he 
did not think the present case bore any resemblance to such cases, and 
he did not think it came within the public policy rule. There would 
be an order that the plaintiffs might attach all sums due and owing 
down to April, 1914.—CounseL, Campbell, K.C., and Trickett; R. A. 
Wright. Sorscrrors, Herbert Z. Deane; Withers & Co. 

[Reported by Leonanp C, THomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MATHERS v. PENFOLD, Div. Court. 
Vacrancy—Street Becoinc—Co.iection For TRADE 
VaGrancy Act, 1824 (5 Gro. 4, c. 83), s. 3. 

The Vagrancy Act, 1824, by section 3, imposes a penalty on any person 
who ~~ himself in any public place to beg or gather alms. 

Held, that it was not an offence under the section for a trade unioniat 
to solicit funds for the union in the street during a strike, as the 
soliciting was for a charitable purpose. 

Pointon v. Hill (12 Q. B. D. 36) discussed. 

Special case stated by a metropolitan police magistrate. The appel 
lant was a constable and the respondent a member of a trade union. 
During the progress of a strike in the building trade the respondent 
asked several persons to buy tickets or give him money for the benefit 
of his union, the money collected to be divided between the members 
of the union who were out of work. The respondent was charged under 
section 3 of the Vagrancy Act, 1824, which provides that every person 
wandering abroad, or placing himself in any public place to beg or 
gather alms, shall be deemed an idle and disorderly person. The magis 
trates dismissed the summons. It was contended by the respondent 
that the case was covered by Pointon v. Hill (12 Q. B. D. 306). It was 
submitted on behalf of the defendants that Pointon v. Hill was 
distinguishable on the facts, as in that case the collections were mot made 
in the street. 

Darina, J., said he thought the magistrate was right in refusing to 
convict. The statute was not directed against persons collecting for 
charitable objects, but against persons leading a particular kind of life 
and constituting a danger to society. The preamble to the Act indicated 
the class of persons who were to be punished : ‘‘ Whereas it is 
expedient to make further provision for the suppression of vagrancy 
and for the punishment of idle and disorderly persons, rogues, and vaga 
bonds and incorrigible rogues.’’ The respondent was not gathering alms 
for the sort of purpose wifh which those denominated idle and dis 
orderly persons gathered them. In Pointon v. Hill (supra) such persons 
were taken to be those who had given up work and adopted begging as 
a habit and mode of life. He thought the test indicated by Cave, J., in 
the case referred to would put magistrates in a difficulty. Cave, J., 
said the statute was directed against a particular habit and mode of 
life, and against persons making it their habit and mode of life to 
wander abroad and gather alms. Applying that test magistrates would 
have to hold that a person begging for the first time was not in the habit 
of begging. He did not think that was the right test. If, however, 
it coll be proved that the accused intended to make begging hie mode 
of life, the magistrate might convict him. He thought, in the present 


9h December. 
UNION 


case, the <a was soliciting for a charitable purpose, and the 


appeal must dismissed. 


Bankes, Avory, Lusn, and Arkin, JJ., delivered judgment to the 
‘same effect.—Counset, Z'ravers Humphreys; Langdon, K.C., and 
| Schloesser. Sovicrrors, Wontner & Sons; Kenneth Brown, Baker, 
Baker, &- Co. 


[Reported by Leoxarp C_ Tomas, Barrister-at Law.] 





> 
New Orders, &c. 
Trading with the Enemy Act, 1914. 
RULES. 

Tue Trapinc with THE Enemy (VESTING AND APPLICATION OF 
Prorverty) Ruves, 1915, parep Janvary llrn, 1915, MapDE BY THE 
LoRD CHANCELLOR UNDER THE TRADING WITH THE Enemy Act, 1914 
(5 Gro. V, car. 12). 

In these Rules— ’ 

The expression ‘“‘the Act’’ means the Trading with the Enemy 
Amendment Act, 1914. 

The expression ‘‘the custodian’’ has the same meaning a@ in 
the Act; and the expression ‘‘ enemy *’ has a meaning corresponding 
with that given to ‘‘enemies’’ in the Act. 

The expression ‘‘ property '’ means any real or personal property, 
including any rights, whether legal or equitable, in or arising out of 
property real or personal, 

References to sections and sub-sections are references to sections 
and sub-sections of the Act. 


2 1) Applications under section four shall be by way of originating 
summons and shall be made to the Chancery Division of the High 
Court, and such applications and any subsequent applications shall in 
general and except so far as hereby otherwise provided be made and 
dealt with mutatis mutandis in accordance with the practice of that 
Division with regard to similar matters under the Rules of the Supreme 
Court and otherwise. 

(2) Any respondent to the originating summons shall not be required 
to enter any appearance thereto and accordingly Rule 4" of Order LIV 
of the Rules of the Supreme Court shall apply thereto. 

(3) In all cases where the originating summons is not taken out by 
the custodian, he shall be named as a respondent thereto and it shail 
be served on him unless the Court shall in any case or class of cases 
otherwise order. 

(4) In general and except so far as the Court may otherwise order 
the enemy to whom any property may be alleged to belong shall be 
named as a respondent to any originating summons under section four, 
and any person or corporation holding or managing any property alleged 
to belong to the enemy may also be named as a respondent to the 
originating summons, 

(5) Originating summonses under section four shall be intituled in the 
matter of the Act and in the matter of the enemy or alleged enemy in 
question and may be in the form or to the effect set out in the 
schedule hereto. 

(6) Any powers of eelling, managing, or otherwise dealing with 
property which may be given to the custodian by any order made 
under section four of the Act may from time to time be revoked, 
suspended, varied, increased, added to, or otherwise dealt, with as the 
Court or a Judge shall from time to time think fit on application made 
either under liberty reserved by the original Order or otherwise 

3. On any application under section four the applicant must file an 
affidavit or affidavits for the purpose of showing 

a) that the enemy, whose property is proposed to be dealt with, 
Ss an enemy; 
(b) the nature and extent of the property in which the enemy is 
alleged to be interested ; 

c) any special ground on which it is expedient that the property 
should be vested in the custodian; and 

(d) in cases where the applicant is not the custodian or a Govern- 
ment Department, the facts showing*that the applicant is a creditor 
of the enemy or otherwise entitled to apply under section four. 


3 1) Any subsequent application with regard to any property com 
prised in any originating summons under section four or vested in the 
istodian may be made by ordinary 


matters as the originating summons 
, y 


summons intituled in the same 


uses where any party hae already appeared by a solicitor any 
dinary summons may be served on that solicitor or in case of a 
of solicitors on the solicitor last appearing for that party 

ough no general appearance in the matter has been entered 

4) Everv st beequent applic ation not 
be served on him unless the Court 
*therwise order. 

4 1) Any application under section five (2) of the Act for payment 
out of property vested in the custodian of any debt or debts shall, if 
made to the Court or Judge by whose order the property was vested in 
the custodian, be made and dealt with as follows ’ 

(2) The application shall be deemed a subsequent application for the 
purpose of the last preceding Rule, 

(3) The Court or Judge may on the hearing of the application direct 
all such accounts and inquiries as may be necessary or proper for the 
purpose of ascertaining the total debte and claims having riority to or 







made by the custodian shall 
shall in any case or class of cases 








ranking with the debt or debts proposed to be paid in whole or part 
and (if thought fit) the property available for the payment of such 
debts and claims, and may for that purpose direct the custodian or any 


party to issue such advertisements and require such proof by statutory 
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declaration or otherwise as may be expedient. And the cystodian may, 
if he think fit, carry out the duties imposed on him by the, proviso to 
section five (2) under the direction of the Court, 

(4) In directing any payment or payments under section five (2) the 
Court or Judge .shall actin accordance with the ordinary rules and 
practice of the Chancery Division of the High Court in the administra 
tion of estates but so nevertheless that the Court shall not be bound to 
inquire into or take into account or to cause the custodian to inquire 
into or take into aecognt debts and claims againss the enemy to any 
reater extent than provided for by the-proviso-to section five (2) 

1) Any application under section five (2) of the Act for payment 
out of property vested in the custedian of any debt or debts shall, if 
made to a Court in which judgment has been recovered against an 
enemy as such Court [eie, but the words ‘‘ as such Court "’ appear 


to be inserted by mistake} be made and dealt with to and by that Court 
as follows - 

(2) It shall be made by summone in the proceeding in which judg- 
ment has been recovered 

(3) Such summons shall be addressed to and served on the custodian 
in addition to any other proper party and shall be returnable and heard 


aa the Court in question shall direct. 

(4) If on the hearing of a summons under this rule it shall happen 
either that the custodian makes no objection to making the payment or 
some part thereof or if it shall otherwise appear clear to the Court 
that the payment or some part thereof ought to be made and can be 
made without prejudice to other persons owning debts or claims against 
the enemy in question then and in either of the said cases the Court 
may make an order for payment accordingly but so nevertheless as not 
to prejudice or affect the duty of the custodian under the provieo to 
section five (2) 

(5) In any other case than those provided for by the last preceding 
sub-rule and also in any case thereby provided for where a partial pay- 
ment only has been ordered the Court in which judgment has been 
recovered shall not as such Court order any payment or any further 
payment as the case may be but may and in general shall transfer the 
application to be dealt with by the Court or judge by whose order the 
property was vested in the custodian. 

6, Any application under this Act. whether original subsequent or 
other may be proceeded with heard and dealt with by the Court or a 
judge if thought fit in the absence of an enemy or any other party 
who may be or appear to be abroad or whose whereabouts may not 
be known or whose presence may otherwise be difficult to secure and 
without service of any summons or notice of summons on any such 
party or any intimation to such party other than sach if any as the 
Court shall think fit. And this af rule shal] be in addition to and by 
way of extension and enlargement of the ordinary powers and practice 
of the Court as to proceedings ex parte and as to substituted service. 

7. The Court may at any stage of the proceedings on any application 
under section four or section five order that the case shall thenceforward 
be heard in private 

8. Any order made under section four or seetion five of these Rules 
may, should subsequent circumstances render it just so to do, be sus 
pend d discharged or otherwise varied or altered by the Court which 
made such order 

9, The following fees shall be payable under the Rules that is to say 


On any summons whether original or subsequent 2s. 6d. 


Provided that the Court may remit or excuse either in whole or part 
iny court fees paid or payable under this Rule 

10. The proceedings on any application under the Act shail so far as 
not otherwise provided for by these Rules be conducted in accordance 
with the ordinary practice dealing with similar matters of the Court 
to which application is made. And the costs of all, and incidental to 
all, such proceedings shall be in the discretion of the Court. 

ll. In the case of any property within the jurisdiction of a pala 
tinate Court any original application which would under the foregoing 
Rules be made to the Chancery Division may if the applicant think fit 
be made to the palatinate Court and if so made any subsequent pro 
ceedings shall also take place in that Court and the foregoing Rules 
shall mutatis mutandis apply to any such original and subsequent pro 
ceedings 

lla. These Rules may be cited as The Trading with the Enemy 
(Vesting and Application of Property) Rules, 1915, and shall come 
into operation forthwith 

Nchedule 
ForM OF ORIGINATING SUMMONS UNDER SECTION FOUR 
[See ante, p. 2 
Dated the 11th of January, 1915 
Signed) Havpane, C. 
Tae Trapinc with tHe Enemy (Susrectep Covrons) Ruues, 1915, 
MADE UNDER SECTION SEVEN OF THE TRADING WITH THE ENEMY 
(AMENDMENT) Act, 1914. 

1. In these Rules 

The expression ‘‘ the Act 

Amendment) Act, 1914. 

The expression ‘‘ enemy "’ has a meaning corresponding with that 
given by the Act to the expression ‘‘ enemies. ’’ 

Che expression ‘‘ suspecting presentee "’ means any company, 
municipal authority, or other body or person to whom during the 
continuance of the present war a coupon or other security trans 
ferable by delivery is presented for payment, and who has reason 
to suspect that it is so presented on behalf of the benefit of an 


means the Trading with the Enemy 





enemy, or that since the commencement of the present War it bas 
been held by or for the benefit of an enemy. 

The expression ‘‘suspected ,covpons’’ means any coupon of 
coupons or other security or securities transferable by déTivery, « 
batch of such’ coupons or securities that. may during the currency 
of the present war be presented for payment to a suspecting 
presentee. 

The expression “suspected enemy "’ means the enemy on whose 
behalf or for whose benefit the suspected coupons are suspected of 
being presented or, as the case may be, by w hom or for the benefit 
of whom they are suspected of having been held since the con 
mencement of the present war. 

2. Where a suspecting presentee desires under section seven of t 
Act to make a payment into Court of money due in respect of sus 
pected coupons, he shall make and file in the Chancery Division of th: 
High Court an affidavit intituled in the matter of the suspected coupons 
described so as to be distinguishable so far as may be) and in the 
matter of the Act, and setting forth or indicating either in the affidavi' 
itself or in one or more exhibits thereto :— 

(a) Short partic ulars of the suspected coupons with names, num 
bers, dates, and amounts for the purpose of the identification 
thereof, so far as reasonably practicable. 

+) The name, so far as known, of the party actually presenting 
the suspected coupons, and his place of residence to the best of 
the suspecting presentee’s knowledge and belief. 

c) The circumstances producing suspicion in the mind of the 
suspecting presentee, and the name of the suspected enemy and his 
place of residence to the best of the suspecting presentee’s knowledge 
and belief. 

(d) The submission of the suspecting presentee to answer al) such 
inquiries relating to the application of the money paid into Court as 
the Court or a Judge may make or direct. 


(¢) The place where the suspecting presentee is to be served witht 


any petition summons or order or notice of any proceeding relating 
to the money paid in. 


3. On making any payment into Court as aforesaid, the suspecting 
presentee shall forthwith proceed to give, so far ag may be, notice 
thereof by prepaid letter through the post to the party actually present 
ing the suspected coupons and to the suspected enemy or to some 
person thought likely to be in communication with the suspected enemy. 

4.—(1) No petition or summons relating to the money paid in shal] be 
answered or issued unless the petitioner or applicant has named therein 
a place where he may be served with any petition or notice of any 
proceeding or order relating to the money paid in or any income thereof. 

(2) Service shall be made or such other notice or intimation given as 
the Court or a Judge shall direct on or to such persons (if any) as the 
Court or a Judge shall direct of any application in respect of the money 
paid in or any income thereof: Provided that (by way of extension of 
the powers and practice of the Court) the Court or a Judge may :f 
thought fit proceed in the absence of any such service, notice, or intima 
tion on or to any enemy (including the suspected enemy) or other person 
who may be or appear to be abroad, or whose whereabouts may riot be 
known. 

(3) Applications to deal with money paid into Court under the Act 
shall be intituled in the same manner as the affidavit on which the money 
was paid in 

5. Money paid in under section seven of the Act and these Rules 
may, on the request of the suspecting presentee when paying in or on 
any subsequent application, be placed on deposit or invested in any 
securities available for the investment of cash under the control of thé 
Court. 

6. The proceedings and practice with reference to moneys paid into 
Court under section seven of the Act and the dealings therewith shall, 
80 far as not otherwise provided for by these Rules, be in accordance 
with the ordinary practice of the Chancery Division with reference to 
moneys paid into Court on affidavit under section forty-two of the 
Trustee Relief [sic] Act, 1893. 

7. These Rules may be cited as “‘ The Trading with the Enemy 
(Suspected Coupons) Rules, 1915,"’ and shall come into force forthwith. 
Dated the 11th of January, 1915. 







(Signed) Hatpang, C. 








Societies. 


United Law Society. 


A meeting was held on Monday, the 25th inst., at 3, King’s Benc! 
walk, Temple, E.C., Mr. Thomas Hynes being in the chair. Mr. L 
O'Malley moved: ‘ That the case of Stephens v. Junior Army and 
Navy Stores (Limited) (1914, 2 Ch. 516) was wrongly decided.’* My 
Norman H. Aaron opposed. The following gentlemen also spoke 
Messrs. Morden, Cox Sinclair and Neville Tebbutt. The motion 
lost by four votes, 


The Union Society of London. 


A meeting of the Union Society of London was held on Wednesday at 
Inner Temple Lecture-room, the president, Mr. Harry Geen, in the 


chair. Mr Stevens moved :—‘ That the attitude of the United States 
in the present war is disappointing.’’ There also spoke, Messrs. Bright 
Coram, Morden, Fowler, Abel, and Quass. The motion was carried 


right. 
over| 
an | 
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Effect of War on Contracts,  |LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY. 


The following letter appeared in the 7’imes of the 25th inst. : ~—s as ae ay 
Sir—In your issue of 21st January Sir Alfred Hopkinson supports | Capital Stock .. _ ~ see ods .. £400,000 
the demand for the legislative enactment of a short code or series | Debenture Stock “ oes % ... £331,130 
of rules to determine the legal effect of war upon contracts subsisting | REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
at the declaration of war. Forms of Proposal and full infermation can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 
As lawyers with some acquaintance with commerce, who have during G. H. MAYNE, Secretary 
the last five months had occasion to consider the effect of war upon - 
commercial contracts, we think it right to state that, in our view, such ~ , 
legislation is unnecessary, and is calculated to do very much’ mor Law Students’ Journal. 
harm than good to the commercial community. 
There is much exaggeration in the common talk about the uncer ‘ Calls to the Bar. 








and want of clear principles in the law at present. In our exper 
the difficulties which have arisen are not, in the main, due to 
absence or uncertainty of the principles, but lie in the applicat 

principles to the endless variety of commercial contracte, many of 
are in themselves difficult of interpretation. No statute can pretend | N nN e, B.A or ‘ de Fonseka 
to do more than lay down general rules or principles But if these, | ord); A mb nas, 1 Camb.); W. 8 
instead of being gathered from the Common Law, are to be expres | Gira , b ; el > LB mb P Clouts, 
in a code, the difficulty of ascertaining the rights of parties unde) , my F } ) tosenber , sk, nb.) ; 8. Ford ; 
avy particular contract will not be lessened. vill probably b } 
increased, for, on the one hand, the rigid rules of a etatute will be Mippie Tempus dmun nt sondon .% 
substituted for the mere adaptable principles of the Common Law h: 1 d er ict P.H. (Camb.) 
aad, on the other, there will be the inevitable failure « levislation. even } 4 lont . nr 4 Honours ; 
if prepared by such a committee of experts as is suggested b \ ul eague aptain, RK etired 

Alfred Hopkinson, to foresee and lay down apt principles { ‘Rn . : ‘ to e Uganda 
posible cases which may arise under the infinite variety of « 7 ent ti ter } , Vu. J. R 
transactions. 

The advice of practising lawyers is sometimes regarded as i 
but we <lesire to record our considered opinion that litigation ( 
increased and not diminished by an attempt to put the Comme 
o this subject within the framework of a statute, particularly < { 
datute is er Aypothesi to be enacted speedily, and not after the « Law Students’ Society. 
sdderation extending over years which has been devoted to the 
of previous statutes dealing with commercial law N ¥ « NDO TER-COLLEGIATH Law STUDEN SOCTETY 

LESLIE Scorr, t t i January, 1915, at Universit 

GEORGE WALLACE Colle i : ‘ president cha the subject for debates 
Mavrice Hi uw the |] rates the necessity for compul 
D. C. Leck sory military serv! nt n Mr. O. W Codwin opened mn 
4. Apatr Rocue. the affirmative, and M } slake in the negative lhe president and 


he following members also spoke Messrs. FE. M. Duke, B. K. Mantri, 


t « Zo nat 


W. Wade, 


F D. Macktnnon 


leaders replied, and, o he motion being put to the meeting, it was 
~~ 1 by eight votes 1 


rrie 


t] 
Temple, 23rd January. R. H. Gregorowski, G orrison H. Easty and P. A. Wood. The 





Alien Friends and Alien Enemies. 


The following letter from Lord Lindley appeared in the Times of Obituary. 

the 28th inst. :— — . ; . 

Sir—The classification for legal purposes of foreigné nto 3 » F HH. W. ( ° Carn luff. 

friends and alien enemies and the distinction between their resp ve . ; a : ‘ H 
tights and duties have been long familiar to lawyers, although sometin a + of Shin rl = ‘ 
werlooked by some of them. ‘The Court of Appeal has lately had a ; Ball " ne 
aon to consider the right of aliens—i.e., Germans—to bring actions i 1 i ym te 
this country during the war which is unfortunately now raging. Th z 4 ar 
Court gave two judgments, reported in the 7'imes of 20th January - ~ aye - 
In the first, which was unanimous, the whole subject was fully examined oe candy 
ad admirably dealt with, and the right of an alien friend to maintal ig a1? H gues. 4 
seh an action and the absence of such a right in an alien enemy was or +" meiahes 
enclusively shewn and decided. But in another case before it, and a, LL.D., Hosorary 
decided at the same time, the same Court, with one dissentient (Lord 
Justice Buckley), came to the startling conclusion that a joint stock Pog 

‘mpany registered and incorporated under the Joint Stock Companies -@ 2 

Acts, but completely under tthe control of Germans resident in ubeae Mr. Marmaduke Tennant. 
was an alien friend, and entitled to maintain an action in our courts, Mr. Marmaduke Tennant, who was for fifty-two ye 
aod not an alien enemy, and therefore unable to do so. Aberavon, has died, aged seventy-eight He was the 
This decision is so important and opposed to the principle of public in the country, and carried out s duties until a few 
police, underlying the law which prevents alien enemies from suing in | was admitted a solicitor in 1862 

tis country whilst our country is at war with theirs that I trust that 
the decision will be reconsidered by appeal to the House of Lords. If 
ut reversed, I hope that a short Act of Parliament will be passed to 
aller the law in this respect Legal N ews. 
The short grounds on which I think the decision wrong are that it 5 

‘crifices substance to form and justice to fiction. Corporations are Appointments. 
garded as persons; but this is only a convenient form of expression d 
ad a fiction which, if treated as a fact and made a basis from which Sir Freperick Ls M.P., has been appointed be a Judge of 
infer consequences, May lead to grotesque and mischievous result the High Court of Justice _— ~~ vas born in 1856, and 
In fictione juris semper aequitas existit is a well-know twenty-two he was 


‘ gal maxim was educated - 
plicy underlying the law which prevents alien enemies from suing in | admitted a so o nd tweive years ia ae we ulled to the bar 
“rporate body as the court had to deal with to be regarded’? There | by the Midd em ple e too k in 1902 fter suffering defeats 
#m law that I know of which excludes the answer that common sense | i! the City of London and at sbury and Ciwph vhere he attempted 
Miggests. The pereons secking to sue were in fact alien enemies under | % enter Parliament aun me elector x Norwich in 1910 
wer of a fictitious name. LINDLEY Lord Justice Bankes has b | ed a member of the Privy 
owncil 
Mr. Jonn Girpert Hay Hackett, stipendiary magistrate at Kingston 
Loxpox County anp Westminster Bank (Limirep).—The balancé upoa- Hull is been appointed to be a Metropolitan police magistrate 
Meet of the above bank for 1914 shows a gross profit of £3,402,996. | '" place of Mr. Arthur Hutton, who has retired 

) dividend for the year amounted to 214 per cent., and the balance Mr. Stern: Ronan. K.C., has been appointed a Lord Justice of 

forward to £160,112. the Irish Court of Appeal in succession to Lord Justice Holmes. Mr. 
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Ronan, who is one of the foremost Chancery lawyers in Ireland, was 
called to the Irish bar in 1870, and took silk in 1889 in company with 
Sir Edward Carson, Mr. O'Shaughnessy, the present Recorder of 
Dublin, and Mr. (now Mr. Justice) Barton. For many years he has 
held the position of King’s Advocate in Ireland. Mr. Ronan was called 
t> the English bar in 1888 and to the inner bar in 1909. He has held 
briefs in most of the big cases in the Irisa courts in recent years, and 
has appeared in about forty appeals in the House of Lords 
at the Parnell Commission and for Lord 
him by Mr. William O’Brien 


Times 


taken 


junior counsel for the 


Salisbury against 


in the action 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Avoernon Croox, Hersert Witct1am Mitnes, and Merton ApbLe 
STONE JonKS. solicitors (Crook, Milnes & Jones), 4, King-street, Cheap- 
High-street, North Finchley, Middlesex, and New 

Sutton, Surrey December 31 

(Gazette, January 22 
Bortase, and CHARLES 
& Johnson), 64, Ship 


side, London, 6 
Barnet. Herts, and 


LEoNARD Homes ArnTHUR (CHICHESTER 
Vittiers JoHNSON, solicitors (Holtne Borlase 
street srichton January 18 


| (razette, January 26 


General. 


Royal Commission 
hold no further 


on Railways it was 
meetingé 


At the re 
decided, 
for the present 

Mr. Justice Low wa \ 
Wednesday morning Mr. Just 
Justice Bailhache, and Mr. Just 
f the 
ul offering 

surgh 
referred to t 


in view of st circumstances, to 


Chief Justice on 


( oleridge Mr 


rm in before the Lord 
Ridley, Mr. Justice 
Atkin present 
held at the Guildhall on the 21st 
on behalf of the Hon. Francis Baring, a 
Heath, forming part of Banstead 
he City Lands Committee 

d the Criminal Law Amend 
The Act was referred 
because of the 


were 


At a meeting « City Corporation 
inst., a letter 
small freehold property at 
Common [The matter was 


was re 


The States of Jersey have again consider 
ment Act adopted by them on 5th February last 
back by the Privy Council to sanction it 
existence of a clause inflicting corporal punishment on women guilty 
of living wholly, or in part, on the proceeds of another woman's un- 
morality After a long disc was decided to make such punish 
ment apply only to men w 
proceeds of prostitution 

Don Migue 
senting in London the ( 
by Senor Carranza ias 
represent the genuine 

poli v is such that Sei 
has, therefore, informed 
his connexion with the par 
Mexico to the same effect 


who retused 


ussion 


o knowingly 


Covarrubias, says the 7'imes, who has been 1 pre- 
mstitutionalist Government in Mexico, headed 
come to the conclusion that the latter does not 

Conetitutional while his present 

Covarrubias feels unable to support it He 
the British Foreign Office that he has severed 
of Seior Carranza and has telegraphed to 
bias likewise does not see his 
way to support any other of the factions are at present contend- 

Mexico. Accordingly, no Mexican Legation is now 

recognised in London by the British Government The Mexican Finan 

cial Agency has already been closed 
At Old-street Police Court, on the 21st inst., Henry Wilton Robinson, 

29, was charged as an absentee the Duke of Light 
Infantry at Witley Camp. The prisoner, who wore the three stripes of 

a lance-sergeant, in defence, said he had been home on furlough and 
had learned that since he enlisted in August 
life in Belgium, another in the wreck of the ‘‘ Formidable,”’ 
had died illness at home. On his way to Waterloo Station on 
Sunday he met friends who condoled with him, and him 
several drinks, causing him to miss his train He was exceé¢dingly sorry 
for what he had done, as his lapse probably meant the loss of his promo 

The magistrate said that if people only knew the harm they 

caused by standing drinks’ to soldiers they would do it. He 

remanded the prisoner to await an escort 


At Salisbury County Court, on the 21st inst., says the Z’imes, the Rev. 
RK. J. W. Latimer, of the rectory of Breamore, Hants, applied for an order 
£328 due in of the tithe rent charge, which became 
payable on 15th July last year. Sir Edward Hulse, of Breamore House, 
is the owner of the lands which produce the tithe, and his agent. Mr 
Stanford, filed an affidavit that he had received notice from 
solicitors, behalf of Dr. F. W. Bussell, vice-principal of 
Brasenose College Oxford, uimed the tithe rent Sir 
Edward Hulse was willing to bring the sum » court and dispose of it 
in euch manner as the court might order Mr. Rayner Goddard, counsel 
for Mr. Latimer, said that Dr fussel id taken up a 
attitude, and that the unfortunate Rector of Breamore had been kept 
out of his half-yearly tithe since July he had had nothing 
to live on. Dr. Bussell dad refused to file any particulars of his claim 
The rectory of Breamore was settled by a deed in 1663 \ certain Rev 
Mr. Dew, ir quite recent vears, purchased the right of presentation, 
presented himself, and held the living until October, 1901. When he 
died his exe utors and trustees possessed themselves of the temporali 
ties of the living, and in an action in the Chancery Division judgment 
was given declaring that the minister might and 


senor 


CLovernment, 


Senor Covari 
wh h 


ing for power In 


from Cornwall's 


and a third 
from 


some gave 


tion 
never 


to recover respect 


Charles 
acting on 


} ] \ 
who ¢ charge. 


since wher 


be allowed to use 


He was | 


ve altogether or in part on the | 


one brother had Icet his | 


contumacious | 


| enjoy the living for his own benefit, which was tantamounj to a gift in 
fee simple. Dr. Bussell, as one of the trustees, claimed that, as the 
trustees were liable for the dilapidation at the rectory house, therefore 
they ought to be entitled to receive the tithe. The plaintiff gave formal 
evidence of presentation to the living by the Lord Chancello 1903, 
and said that he had been responsible for repairs to the Rectory house 
Judge O'Connor gave judgment for the plaintiff, with costs. 


The Irish King’s Bench Division, says the Times, has modit 
sentences imposed upon Mr. Jos. O’Connor, solicitor and comn 
for oaths, and Mr. Edward W. Hayes, solicitor, for contempt ot 
connection with the preparation of an affidavit. A fortnight 
Division ordered Mr. O'Connor to be imprisoned for six mor 
Mr. Hayes for three months. A stay was put upon the order ; and now, 
| both solicitors having expressed regret for their action, a fine of £9 
has been substituted for imprisonment in the case of Mr. Hayes, who is 
in bad health, and the sentence of imprisonment on Mr. O'Connor has 
been reduced from six months to three months. A stay of one week 
was put upon both orders. 

In the quadrangle of the Law Court on Wednesday the Lord Chief 
Justice presented to the Red Cross Society and the St. John Ambulance 
Association a fully-equipped motor-ambulance which has been sub 
scribed for by the United Law Clerks Society of England and Wales 
Towards the object the law clerks subscribed £800, and after defraying 
the cost of the car there remains a sum of £200 available for running 
expenses. The Lord Chief Justice, in making the presentation to the 
Hon. C. Russell, who represented the two societies, congratulated the 
law clerks on the patriotic effort they had made, and expressed his 
confidence that the car would always be found wherever it was wanted 
| though it might be hoped that it would not be wanted too of 


The London Licensing Authority met at the Clerkenwell Sessions 
House this week to fix the charge to be levied on licensed premises under 
the Licensing (C msolidation) Act, to form the fond from whi com 
pensation will be paid to persons interested in houses to be closed 

| during the year as redundant. The chairman (Mr. Robert Wallace, 
| K.C.) brought up the following recommendation :—‘‘ The committee, in 
view of existing exceptional circumstances, are of Opinion that a modifi. 
cation of their settled policy in regard to the reduction in the number 
of old licences is, for the present year, expedient, and they consequently 
recommend the Court to levy two-thirds only of the compensation 
| charge, instead of the maximum amount.’’ An amendment that the 
maximum charge be levied as in past years was defeated, and the 
| committee’s recommendation carried by a large majority. 
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NATIONAL ProvinciaL Bank or ENGLAND (Limitep).—Lord hh ipe, 
| presiding at the annual general meeting yesterday, said that, notwith 
standing the financial troubles of the past five months, the Bank's net 
earnings amounted to £680,000. This would have enabled the directors 
to distribute a dividend of 18 per cent., but they had considered it 
prudent in the present condition of affairs to set aside £200,000 for 
contingencies, and to reduce the dividend for the year from 18 per cent. 
to 16 per cent. The deposits now stood at something over £76,000,000, 
being the highest figure in the history of the Bank. The report was 
| unanimously adopted 


Herrinoc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, S.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 








The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
‘“‘Oxford ’’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’’ and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
inventors and manufacturers, William Baker and Co., Oxford 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘‘ Oxford "’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Witttam Baker & Co.—{Apvr.] 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice 
WARRINGTON 
Mr. Borrer 

Leach 
Greswell 
Jolly 
Bloxam 
Synge 


Mr. Justice 
JOYCE 

Mr. Synge 
Borrer 
Jolly 
Bl xam 
Goldschmidt 
Farmer 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. ASTBURY 
Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Greswell 
Bloxam Church 
Farmer Leach 
Church Borrer 
Greswell Synge 
Leach Jolly 


Date. EMERGENCY 
Monday Feb. 
Tuesday .. 2 
W ednesday 3 
Thursday .... 4 
o & 

6 


APPEAL CouRT 

No. 1 

Mr. Farmer 
Synge 
Charch 
Greswell 
Joly 
Bloxam 


Mr. Justice 
Eve. 


RoTa. 
1 Mr. Jolly 
Greswell 
Bloxam 
Goldschmidt 
Friday Leach 
Saturday 


Date. 


Monday Feb. 
Tuesday .... Farmer 
Wednesdsy .. : Goldachmidt 
Thursday .... Leach 
Friday ...... { Borrer 

| Saturday ... Greswell 


horrer 


Mr. Justice 
NEVILLE. 
Mr. Church Mr. Bloxam 
Jolly 
Synge 
Farmer 
Church 
Goldschmidt 


Mr. Com. Sion 
BREDRRICa Ltiow 


=xeY, 


| Smraauan 


x . Lone 
— LEnIPen, Conqpeem 


Aa. Tv. 
BENOR, 


ly 


| Bx 


. Hons: 
| Bawuss,J. Avony, J. _— Leen, J. |Rowxarr, J. Bouscoun, Arar, J. ns 


| 


J. 


joo 


| 


) Mepeer, J. Dancine, J.) Bundy, J. 


Lene Ouser 
Jvuerioa. 





| 


Dates. 
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1 the High Court of Justice—King’s Bench Division. : . 
efore Hitary SITTINGs, 1915. Winding up Notices. 


‘on JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
amt Leurrep cm Omaroretr 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan 22. 


BRITISH METAL ENGRAVING Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 27, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
R. W, Fincham, 8, Warwick ct, Gray's inn, or W. Reacher, 3, 4, and 5, Broad Street 
house, joint liquidators 

HECLA FILM Co, LTp.—Creditors are required forthwith to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Honeyman Brown, 
194, Coleman st, or Thoma; Blaikie Young, 33, Lisle st, liquidators 

H. J. Hussey, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feo 22, to send their names 
an! addresses, and particulars of their dobts or claims, to William Alfred Slade, 
9 Old Jewry chmbrs, liquidator. 

Masontc HALL (ASHTON UNDER LYN), LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Bertram Taylor, 6, Clarence arcade, Ashton un ler Lyne, liquMator. 

(HE MATABELELAND RANCHING Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar |, 
to send their vwames avd addresses, and particulars of their debts and claims, 
to Robert Ernest Bayliss, 365, Salisbury house, London Wall, liquidator 

NATIONAL GENERAL INSURANCE Co, Ltp.—All persons, firms and companies to 
whom Em) loyers’ Liability Policies have been granted are within three calendar 
months from Jan 22, to sead their names and addresses, and the particulars of the 
claims, to Sir William Barc'ay Peat, 11, Ironmonger In, liquidator. 
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JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Jan. 26. 


Lees & Knorr (i907), Lro.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 25, to send their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to George Edward 
Hawurth, Lioyd’s Hank b! ‘gs, King st, Manehester, liquidator. 

MORGAN, SHAaar & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required. on or before Mar 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of theie debts or claims, to Alfred 
Willie Sully, 19 and 21, Qaeen Victoria st, liquidator. 

TRAVELLING HALLS, LTD. —Creditors are required, on or before Feb 27, to send in their 
names and addresses, and particulars of theig debts or claims, to William Thorpe 
Wood, 2, Booth st, Manchester, liquidator. 

8. Winton & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 13, to semi their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to F. W. M 
Wilson, 5, Cook st, Liverpool, liquidator 
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° 
’ 


| 





List 
id 


inder 
com 


osed 


Appeals 
Nid. 
Central 
Criminal Ct. 
intervening 


Bankruptcy Commercia] Order XIV. 
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Divisional 


~ Leen, J. 


Heoaxsive 
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Bankruptcy 
Appeals 
8.E. Circuit 
and C.J. 
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ist Part 
’ 
Bankruptcy 


West Hove Club, Ltd. 

Bundum (Nige:ia) Tin Areas, Ltd 
R. J. Simpson & Co, Ltd 
Gloucester Light Car Co, Ltd 
Manley & Sandy, Ltd 

Crumlin Electric Theatres, Ltd 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan 22. 


Matabeleland Ranching Co, Ltd 
Rolling Stock Corporation, Ltd 
Universal Radio Syudicate, Ltd 

Henry Bostun & Sons, Ltd. 

Oil-Nut Develop ent & Trading Co, Lt) 
Syndicat Minier Aigerien, Ltd. 














ipe, . = 
vith > 3 z Hecla Film Co, Ltd llenry Haycraft, Led. 
net z 2e: 2" »® 2k B. W. & ©. Film, Ltd Canadian Properties, Ltd 
a8 ° nS ° 3 Altheat Co, Ltd 
irectors o oo . Ss ’ 
it < = London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 26. 
000 fo * = . Whitfield Fan Co, Ltd Alberta Townships, Ltd 
’ Pees 7 ~ Melodra : a Proiuction Syndicate, Ltd sydney Syndicate, Ltd 
er cent. H r a5 re 5 o « os) Wilcox Record Sapply Co, Ltd Waihi Romulas Prospecting Syndicate, 
)00 000, ‘ SEs .- & ° et George Wood (Leeds), Lid. Ltd 
rt was 4 3 eg 4 2. S London Mo' or Coach Works, Ltd. Cardiff Brick Works Co, Ltd 
a 8 o Jefferies India Rubber Works Co, Ltd. Clark Tyre Co, Ltd 
Z seem —$—$—— Francis Mulliner (1904), Ltd Aporoma Exploration Syndicate, Ltd 
8 go ze Industrial arte and Crafts, Ltd Franco-British Peruvian Syudicate, Ltd 
E 3 § FI & Riekmann, Ltd Associated Cement Co. (Canada’, Lid 
uers to ” €5 s 
nounce : =< s 
f oO 
Ot pro = 
om aly Creditors’. Noti 
37; | £. reditors . Notices. 
y ’ He 4 FI = 
i 32 
3 | 4 ee Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
r on > LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
genuine i Ee a3 § London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Jan. 22 
-o = >. | 
sand S| =5 s— : ANDREW, REBECCA LOUIS, Liverpool Feb 22 North & Co, Liverpool 
im the oe eo s> Ps ASHCROFT, ELIZABETH, St. Mary Abbo:t’s ter, Kensingto? Feb 24 Paice & Cross 
)x ford <' a s > 4 Clement's inu 
ippear —— BARKER, DAVID, Chatterton rd, Finsbury Park Febié Britton, Soho sq_ 
' e 5 BEECHING, JAMES PLUMMER GEOKGE, Upper Baker st Mar 5 Russell « Arnholz, 
d more af bs Great Winchester st 
the . a.) BELL, ORORGE HENRY, West Didsbury, Manchester Feb6 Lord, Manchester 
? 3ERTRAM, JAMES HARVEY, Anerley, Kefreshment Contractor Mar 31 Holmes & Son 
= | Clement's In 
i BROOKS, SAMUEL, Brooklands, Chester, Velvet Dyer Feb6 Lord, Manchester 
5 BURRELL, WILLIAM MATTHEW, Broome Park, Northumberland Feb 28 Dees 4 
3 Es Thompson, Newcastle upon Tyne 
s Se CAMP, JAMES CANNON, Seacliffe, New Zealand Mar 25 Longmore & Co, Her.ford 
i 33 CHRISTIAN, CHARLES, Lise Hants Mar4 Bavidsou & Morriss, Queen Victoria st 
s &° CLERK, EpitH Dorotuy, Burford, Somerset Feb 25 A F & R W Tweedie, Lincoln's 
- inn flelds 
5 3 = se Conw AY, Kat, Loughborough pk, London Feb 17 Clements & Co, Gre ham House, 
° Be a - =os Old Broad st 
ustice H os 252 £34 Cook, ARTHUR, Manchester, Licensed Victualler Mar 8 Corbett & Co, Manchester 
\GTOS : So * s 35% 2B8s CRAWHALL, ANNIE COPELAND, Culmington 1d, Ealing Mar 15 Emmet & Co, Blooms- 
rer - bo gic “Sak ° 
a|z oa Ses oany 68 — 
ch = = a ™ 88 GoopaLL, EMMA, Bradford Feb 2 Richardson & Co, Bradford 
swell = GRIFFITHS, WILLIAM, Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer Mar 1 James & Co, Merthy: 
y j ryafi 
cam HARRISON, Many, Guildford Feb 20 Carter, Blackburn 


Mar! Burt & Evans, Rosas 


Howey, RICHARD GaRROLD, Linton, Hereford 
Whittington av Mar 1 


JaMES, KENNETH Hawes, Metal Exchange bidgs 
Ho man, Great Winchester st 

KELLEY, ANDREW BARKER, South grove, Highgate Mar5 Glover, Sy Mary Axe 

KNIGHT, MonTAGU Grornok, Alton, Hants Feb 24 Evans & Co, Grays inn sq 

LAWTON, Joskra HeNry, Leeds, Grocer Marl Cranswick & Co, Leeds : 

LEIGH, ARTHUR EGERTON, Sherborne, Dorset Mar 4 Bischoff & Co,@Great Winchester 


Lyne & 


Juerios. 
8.J. 


Court 





Lene Our 


Divisional 


Dates. 


8 
LITHERLAND, THOMAS, Ashby de la Zouch, Leicester Feb 20 Simpson & Co, Derby 
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ee ee a 
Lock, Geornee Henry,Great Yarmouth Feb 22 Cowl & Son, Great Yarmouth HANDLEY-DAVENPORT-BANDLEY-HUmpureys, Jonn WILLIAM, Oakham, Ratlagg 
LOVERING, JOSEPHINE MARGARET, Waddon, Surrey Feb 23 Gib on & Co, Portugal st Marl Lingards & Hamp, Manchester 

buildings, Lineoln’s inn HARDWICK, WILLIAM, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Flour Merchant Mar 15 Morris @ 
MacavLay, the Rev Joun Heryrick, Baldock, Herts Mar 22 Bennett & Tronide Co, Wrexham 
Leicester Harrison, JosepH, Rochdale Mar!1 Chadwick, Rochdale 
MACKIRDY, OLIVE CHRISTIAN, Purley, Surrey Feb 22 Gedge & Norfolk st Jago, JOHN CHARLES, Thornton Heath Mar20 Guthrie, Chancery In 
MACNAB, MARY, Jarrow, Duribam Mar 1 Livingston, Jarrow JoRDAN, FRANCIS JosEPH, Southampton Mar 20 Hallett & Mart South. 
Marnporr, Jonny, Leytonstone rd, Easex, Baker Mar 1 Stacpoole & ( Unio ‘ ampton 
road st KING, JOHN, Mapest, Bethnal Green, Hardware Agent Mar 1 Judge & Priestley, 
McKie, JAMES, Cleethorpes, Lines, Civil! Engineer Maris Wood, York Liverpool st 
NEWMAN, Farepenic, Fareham, Hants Mariz Sowton & Co, Chichester LATHAM, ART ‘UR SIDNEY, Cheadle, Chester, Merchant Mar 5 Addleshaw & (9 
Norse, Grorore Harris, Cwmca n, Cross Keys, Monmouth Feb 19 Lyndor Manchester f 
Newport, Mon LAWSON, ALFRED Epwarp, King's Heath, Birmingham Mar 1 Frost Hirming. 
07600D, JOHN Kiney, Liverpool, Mershant Meri Layton & Ce, Liverpool ham 
OWEN, ELLEN, West Kirby, Chester Feb 22 Owe Liverpool Lerr, Henry, Bexley Heath, Kent Feb 27 Sampson, Woolwich 
PALIN, MARY WoomiWI88 ELEANOR, Withington, Manchester Feb Hockin o, Loxury, EDWARD, Bread st, Manufacturers Ageut Mar 1 Keene «& ( Seething 
Manchester li 
*ENFOLD, THOMAS WALTER, Twickenham, Builder Feb 8 Haslip, Martin's lt MANLEY, GEornGR EDWARD, Stalybridge, Licensed Victualler Feb 25 Simister, Staly 
*eTO, CLEMENT Henry, Hans mans Feb 20 Lee & Pember ons, Lincolns i bridge 


a a a ee 


’ 


fle'ds MaAsoN, FLORA Hagar, Brookwood, Surrey Feb 28 Capron & Sparkes, Guildford 
PINNEY, GEORGE FREDERICK, Beaminster, Dorset Fel Ffooksa & Grit Y MATTHEWS, THEODOSIA MarTHa AN’, Edgbaston, Birmingham Mar Locker, 


b rne Birmingham 
RAYSON, FRANCES MARY, Leamington Mar Bennett & Ironside, Leicester MavGHAM, RicHAnD, F Ilside, nr Whickham, Durham Feb 20 Lambert & Lambert, 
Pasken, JAMES, Lathom, nr Ormskirk Feb21 Teebav & Lynch, | iverpool (rateshead 
TEM) EsT, DAVID, Glasshcuses, Yorks Fel 1 Newall, Skipton Moe carrick, JOHN, Gateshead Feb 20 Lambert & Lambert, Gateshead 
WEBSTER, EMILY, Bentley, Doncaster Feb Hartley, Doncaster MostyN, GENERAL THE HON Smm SAVAGE LLOYD, K.C.B., Wrexham Mar! Morris & 
WILKINGOS, FRANCES, Bardsey, Yorks Mari0 -tott, Leeds Co, Wrexham 
Woop, ARTHUR OcTAVivs, Peiham pl, Kensingt«n, Theatrical Manager F 1 n NEWMAN, Repecca, Cambridge Mari Burrows, Cambridge 
nings, Driffield PATERSON, JOANNA MARY, Liverpool Feb 27 Bat sons & Vo, Liverpool 
YEATMAN, MARWOOD EpwWARDs, Headley, Southampton Maris Fmmet & Co, Bloom RENNICK, HENRY EDWARD DE PARNY, Alverstoke, Hants Feb28 Bircham & Co, OM 
bury e Broad st 
Rorey, HeLey, Carleton rd, Tufnell Park Fe) 22 Robinson & Son, Lincoln's 
London Gazette. —TURSDAY, Jan. 26. inn flelds 
Rogpuck, Mary JANP, Prestatyn, Fliaot Feb 20 Lioyd, Rhyl 
ALLEN, GEORGE FREDERICK, Seven Kings, Essex, Accountant Mar 1 Kend Rosr, DUNCAN. Leongatha, Victoria, Grazier Mar2 Sladen & Wing, Queen Anne's gate, 
bury circus house, Blomfie'd st Westminster 
ANTHONY, FREDERICK, Sheffield, Hairdresser Feb 28 Ashington & Denton, Seort, Loursa, Tonbridge Wells Feb8 Robb & Berry, Tunbridge Wells 
BAKER, EmMA, Aylesbury, Bucks Mari Horwood & James, Aylesbury SMI H, CHARLES SIDNEY, Thrale rd, Streatham Park Mar 26 Buxton & Co, Sackvilleat 
BERRY, Sapina, Burscough, nr Ormekirx Fel 9 Swift & Son, St Helens STANWAY, MARKY. Hatfield Broad Oak, Rasex Mar5 King & Co, Cannon at 
BocTH, ALFRED, Liverpool, Merchant Feb Ratesons & Co, Liverpool STUCLEY, HUMPHREY ST. Lecer, Eaton pl Feb23 Williams & Jamcs, Norfolk Hous 
BRYAN, WILLIAM Bootn, (h slehurat, Kent, Civil Engineer Mar 1, Francis or Thames embankment 
enden, New sq THOMPSON, ELIZABETH, Southport Feb 25 Lindsiy, Liverpool 
BUCKLEY, EDMUND, Blackpool Feb2s Robinson, Blackpoo! lrMMINS, MARY ANN HAINES, Moseley, Worcester Mar 6 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 
CHILD, ALFRED JOHN FRiINCK, Overton, Flint, Land Agent Marl) Mx ) VINK, SARAH ANN, AND GrorGe VINE, Poole, Dorset Mar25 Bowen & Symes, We- 
Wrexham mouth 
Conc, ELIZ. Bern, Cheltenham Feb 19 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham Wart, GEORGE, Manchester, File Maker Feb 13 Kuit, Manchester 
Crosse, ELizaA Mary, Collompton, Devon Mar 2 Miller, Cullompton WALLACR, HAROLD B, Thurlow Park rd, Dulwich Febi Gedsden & Pennefather 
CupwortnH, JAMES, Wrexham Morl Morris & Co, Wrexham Bedford row 
DENNY, MAKY, Sunderland Feb25 Waker, Sunderland WHitk, ALEXANDER, Seven Kings, Essex, Manufacturers’ Agent Mar 1 K«ndriek 
DOWNING, ANNE, Karrowby, Lincola Feb 22 Burton & Dyson, Gainsborough Finsbury circus house, Blomfield st 
GARDNER, SARAH, Dlinois, US A Feb28 Almond & Sons, Manchester WoopEersoy, HENRY THOMAS Trinity rd, Upper Tooting Mur 1 Keene 4 Co, Seeth 
Greanpot, GeaTRupE Mary, Erbistock, Dentigh Marl0 Morris & Co, Wrexhan ing In 
GOLDSTEIN, ABRAHAM, Brick In, Spitalfields Mar 1 Jones, Spital sq WoopTnorrg, ALIce Botton, Grove End rd, Middix Feb 28 Williams, Cheltenham 


° EDWARDS, CHARLES PHILLIP, Stoke on Trent, Butcher | PinKNEY, CHARLES, Great Driffield, Yorks, Saddler Jan 
Bankruptcy N otices a 2at 11.30 Off Ree, King st, Newcastle, Stafford- 25 at 12 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate 
shire u 
London Gazetle.—Frtvay. Jan. 1 E&LBECK, KATH, Kingston upon Hull Jan 26 at 11 Off | Surra, CHARLES HENRY, Matlock, Nurseryman Jan 2a 
FIRST MEETINGS Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull | 12 Off Rec, 12, 8t Peter's churchyard, Derby 
Fay, THOMAS RICHARD, Exeter, Grocer Jan 28 at 3 | Surru, TimoTHy, Withernsea, Yorks, Grocer's Manager 
Barkorr, J, Kyverdale rd, Stoke Newington, Furri« Ja Off Ree, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter Jan 26at12 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low 
25 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st RAY, GEORGE HENRY, Buston, Lincs, Baker Jan 27 at 2 gate, Hull 
BELGRAYTE Boot AND SHoK Surpiy ( Belgrave st Off Rec, 4 & 6, West st, Boston | Spurr, Henry, Bingley, Yorks, Master Plasterer Jan® 
Stepney, Boot Dealers Jan 25 at 12 Bankruptcy Green, JOHN WILLIAM, Portsmouth Jan 25 ats Off | atti Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
bidgs, Uarey st Rec, Cambridge june, High st. Portamouth TRANTER, ARTHUR, Droitwich, Worcester, Builder Jam 
BLYTH, ALFRED Henry (deceased), Binley, Warwick, Huse, Epwarp James, Lonz Eaton, Derby, Lacemaker | 22 at 11,30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Farmer Jan2éat3 Off Kee, 8, High st, Coventry JanZjatil Off Ree, 4, Castile pl, Park st, Nottingham | WavswWortH, ARTHUR, Rees, nr Oldham, Dreg Store 
HODDEN, REGINALD, Denton, Cheshire, Estate Developer Kinpoew, WILLIAM RICHARD, Rugby, Tailor Jan 26 at 12 Proprietor Jan 27 at3 Off Rec, Greaves et, Vidnam 
Jan 22 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchest Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry : WILLIAMS, WILLIAM JAMES, Tonyrefail, Glam, Baker Ja 
DRINSFORD, WALTER JosErH, Cheltenham, Waiter Jan 22) MaLtamM, PAUL PHILitps, Wisbech, Schoo master Jan 25 | 26 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, & 
at 3.30 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham at 11 Public Hall, Wisbech Cathcrine st, Pontypridd 
SRITTON, JOSHUA, Barrow in Furness, Hatter n 23 at MORRIS, JOSIAH ZACHARIAH, Worcester Jan 22 at 12 | , 
11.15 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallisst, Barrow in Furne Of Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Wore ster ADJUDICATIONS 
BULL, JouN, & Sons, Bethnal Green rd, Boot Dealers Jan Newoomp, V Eoay, Rutland ct Jan 26 at 12 Bank a 
% at 11 Bankruptcy bidzs, Carey st  puptey bldgs, Car y st en P ADAMSON, WILLIAM LAMB, Scarborough, Boot Repaite 
CARTER, Jon, Littleover, Derby, Farmer Jan 22 at1l . = Scarborough Pet Jani2 Ord Jin 12 
Off Rec, 12, 8t Peter's churchyard, Derby BARNES, WILLIAM JOHN, Kenilworth av, Wimbledon Part, 
(oor, CHARLES WILLIAM, Copthal ct Jan 26 at il Coach Builder High Court Pet Jan 6 Ori Jan’ 
Binkruptcy bhigs, Carey st PAINE, HERBERT, Worthing, Engineer Jan 22 at 12 Off BELLINGER, FREDERICK CHARLES, Beercrocombe Rectory 
DEASON, EDWARD, Windermere, Westmorland, Coach Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton nr Taunton Yeovil Pet Dec4 Ord Jan 13 
Butider Jan 23at11.90 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis at PERKINS, W G, Northumberland avy Jan 27 at il Bank- Brrrroy, JosnvuA, Barrow in Furness, Hatter Barrow ® 
Barrow in Furness ruptcy bldgs, Carey st Furness Pet Janil Ord Jan 11 


PAGE ALICE SARAH, Lowestoft Jan 23 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
8, King s, Norwich 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGATS STEHEET, LONDON, =O. 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporatios 
Suitable Clauses for insertion im Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Couwasel, will be seat @ 


application. 
POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
SURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
APPhY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Coone- Hr... JoHN GReRGR, Stanford Bridge. nr Worcester, 


Solicit Fe Pet Bee 1 P nin Jan 6 
is, AROLD, orecambe, rocer nd Baker 
“~ on Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 . 


Poxk's, HAROLD, Carlisle, Tobacco Dealer Carlisle Pet 
Dec 17 Ord Jan 12 

wands, CHARLES PaAILLUIP, Butt Lane, Staffs, Butcher 
Banley PetJanil Ord Jan 11 
mck, KATE, Kingston upon Haul! 
Hall PetJanill Ord Jan 11 

Petaze, Mopris St Mark's sq. Dalston, Farrier High 
Court Pet Dec9 Ord Jan 12 

PRANKLAND, JOSEPH HENRY. Whitby, Drap-r Stock on 


Kingston 


upou 


on Tees Pet Jani1 Ord Jan il 
Per. THOMAS RICHARD, Exeter, Grocer Exeter Pet Jau 
9 Ord Jan9 


Gnoves. JAMES FIELD, and RFGINALD FIELD Groves, 
Brid! ngton, Nuseryman Scarboronzh Pet Jan 13 
Ori Jan 13 

HakDING. FREDERICK WILLIAM MATTHEW, Seaford, 
Snsvex, Bul'der Lewes Pet Dec18 (Ord Jan9 

Hapemon, FRANCIS, Middleton, or Pickering, Yorks 
Tailor Scarborough Pet Jan12 Ord Jan 12 

Herewiss, ALBERT ASIA, Fiford, Esser, ?’ ui ‘der 
ford Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 11 

Joux, WILLIAM, and Joun Evans. Pendre, Kidwelly. 
Carmarthenshire, Builders Carmarthen Pet Jan & 
Ord Jan 8 

Kaas, MOHAMMAD. ALI, Richmond rd, Twickenham, Law 
Student Brentford Pet Jan1i Ord Feb 2 

Lggon, THOMAS. Malvern, Printer's Manager Worcester 
Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 13 

Lope, CHARLES RICHARD, Parkstone, Dorset 


Chelms 


Poole Pet 


Jan 8 Ord Jan 12 
Lowe, FRANCIS, Leeds, Engineers’ Merchant Leeds Pet 
Jan ‘3 Ord Jan 18 


McKKow N. JOHN, and AYDREW McKrown, Burnley, Pro- 
vision Merchants Burnley PetJani1 Ord Jan 11 
Mgap, ARTHUR, Crowland, Lin‘s, Farmer Peterborough 


Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 

M@Ris, JOSIAH ZACHARIAH, Worcester Worcester Pet 
Dec 17 Ord Jan 11 

MourorD, HARRY, Landport, Portsmouth. Cartage Con 
tractor Portsmouth Pet Jan® Ord Jan 9 

Sime, RUDOLPH CARL ALEXANDER, Nottinzham, Tailoi 
Nottingham Pet Janil Ord Jan 11 


PALMER, GEORGE RUSSELL. Ropley, Hants, General Sales- 
man Winchester Pet Dec 22 Ord Ja» 11 

PINKNE ', CHARLES, Great Driffie'd, Yorks, Saddler 
ston upon Hull Pet Jan ii Ord Jan 11 

Rie, Grorck, Wakefield, Baker Wakeficid 
Ord Jan 13 

SicK®, ABRAHAM, Salford, Licens-d Broker 
Jan 18 Ord Jan 13 

SHEYNAN, JOHN, Berwick on Tweed, Motor Car Proprietor 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Jani2 Or! Jan 12 

SHIFFERBLATT. PHILIP, st High 
Dec 10 Ord Ja) 12 

SrcRR, HENRY, Bingley, Yorks, Master Plasterer 

e ford — 12 Ord Jan 12 

ILLIA MS, ‘1LLIAM JAMES, TYonyrefail, G k 

Pontypridd Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 7 Te 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


DALE, RICHARD BOXALL, Horsham, Sussex, Coal Mer- 
cone Brighton Adjud Dec 5, 1906 Annul Dec ll, 


King- 
Pet Jan 13 


Salford Pet 


Goodge Court Pet 


Brad- 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Jan. 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BosHovME, Exnzst Louis, Putney Bridge rd, Licensed 
Victualler High Court PetJan15 Ord Jan 15 

Bonsay, Di Niet, Bolton, Greengrocer Bolton Pet Jan 14 
OrdiJan 14 

Baows, Frayk Earnest Lennox, Feering, Essex, Com- 
mercial Traveller Colchester Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 


1 

Davies, CHARLES JOHN, Fleetwood, Lancs Fish Merchant 
Pembroke Dock Pet Dec 9 Ord Jan 15 

Dav es, Wruttam Rorert, Aberkenfiz, Glam Grocer 
Cardiff Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 


DUDLEY. ROBERT SAMURL, Strensa!l, Yorks, Motor 


Engineer York Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 

Denston, W, Mare st, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Dec 17 Ord Jan 15 

Fosrek, HERBERT, Barmby, Yorks, Builder Kingston 
mpon Hull Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 

A&J Garyuam, Walthamstow, Boot Mannfacturer High 
Court Pet Dec 19 Ord Jan 7 

GILDER, ARTHUR, Tackley, Oxford, Farmer Oxford Pet 
Jani6 Or' Jan 16 


HakDMAN, Geonex. Bradshaw, nr Bolton, Plumber Bol 
ton Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan 13 
HARKER, Joun Henry, Oldham, Painter Oldham Pet 


Jan i5 Ord Jan 15 
Hares, FRANK, King st, Covent Garden, Publisher High 
Court Pet May 13 Ord Jan 15 


Hopeox, Ronert, Northampton, Dealer in 
Northampton Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 
HoWarD, ArTHUR, Linco'n, Licensed Victualle 

Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 
lop, Gronae. Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush Picture 
Restorer High Court Pet Dec17 Ord Jan 15 
UaReert, HaRRy WILFRED, Shrewsbury, Sa'op, Cy le 
Agent Shrewsbury P tJan1é Ori Jan 16 7 


Antiqres, 


Lincoln 





LONDON COUNTY & WESTMINSTER BANK 


(ESTABLISHED IN 1836.) 


~ HEAD OFFICE: 
41, LOTHBURY, E.O. 


£14,000,000, 
£3,500,000. 


CAPITAL 
PAID-UP CAPITAL - : 


IN 700,000 SHARES OF £20 


| RESERVE - . ° 


WALTER LAP, Es 


The Rt. Hon. The Viscount Gosonen, Chairman 2 
Joint General Managers. 
F. J. BARTHOR?! J. W. BUCKUURST, 
Secretary 
A. \. Kewer 


LIMrItEeD. 


‘BALANCE SHEET, 3ist DECEMBER, 1914. 


LIABILITIES. 


> 
a 
CapIraAL—Subseribed £14,000 ,000 
——_ 
700,000 Shares of £29 each, £5 paid ~~ 43,500,000 0 
RESERVE oe 4,000,000 0 
INVESTMENTS DEPRE LATION ACOOUNT 250,60) 0 


CURRENT AND DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS 99,312,553 0 


CrROULAR Notes, LETTERS OF CREDIT, 
COMMISSION LOANS, AND OTHER A‘ 
couNTS, including provision for con 


tingencies .. ** - 


2,019,037 16 
4,182,337 17 
93,730 0 
96,782 


531,987 


ACCEPTANCES FOR CUSTOMERS . 
ENDORSEMENTS ON BILLS NEGOTIATED 
REBATE ON BILLS not due , 
Prorit AND Loss BALANCE, as below 


~ > 


Th's statement does not include 
the Bank's liability under its 
guarantee to the Yorkshir« 
Penny Bank, Limited, for 
£223,214. 


*Investments officially quoted 
have been valued at or under 
prices current on 27th July, 
the date of the last official 
making up before the closing 
of the Stock Exchange. In- 
vestments made since that 
date are valued at cost or 
under, 


Dr. 
£ s 
To Interest paid to Customers 922,586 12 
Salaries and all other Expenses, in 
eluding Income Tax and Auditors’ and 


Directors’ Remuneration . -+ 1,299,809 12 
+, Rebate on Bills not due, carried to New . 

Account oe ée é ° 96,782 4 
., Interim Dividend of 10§ p»r cent. paid 

in August last’ .. oe oe ° 371,875 0 
, Amount written off Investments, for 

Depreci tion es os va .. 836,600 0 
,, Farther Dividend of 10§ per cent., pay- 

able Ist February next (making 21} 

per cent, for the year) £371,875 0 0 

alance carried forward 169,112 3 4% 
ames imme eee 


PROFIT AND 


ASSETS. 
CASH — & 
In hand and at Bank 
of England 22, 524 
0 Money at Call and 
Short Notice . 5,684,638 
0 _ 
go BILLs DIscouNTED 


INVESTMENTS 

Consols (of which 
£1,409,210 is lodged 
for PublicAccounts) 
War Loan, and othe 


I Securities of,or cua 
9 anteed by. the British : 
: Giovernment.. ~ 10,550,754 
0 Indian Government 
9 Stock, and Indian 
Government Guar 
$ inteed Railway 
Stocks and Deben 
tures .. 


Colonial Government 
Securities, British 
Corporation Stocks, 
and British Railway 
Debenture Stocks 

Other Investments 


COUNTY AND 
SANK 


LONDON 
W BSTMINSTER 
(PARIS) LIMITED 

4,000 £20 Shares } 
fully paid 

16,000 £20 Shares 
“7 104 paid 

ADVAN ESTO CUSTOMERS 
AND OTHER ACOOUNTS 
(including pre-mors 
torium Stock Exchange 
Loans) .. : 

LIABILITY OF CUSTOMER 
FOR ACORPTANCES, a8 
per contra . ee 

BILLS NEGOTIATED, as 
per contra +e 

BANK AND OTHER PRE 
MISES (at cost, Ivss 
amounts written off) 


£113,985,428 1 10 


Loss ACCOUNT 
d. 
1 By Balance brought forward 
from 81st December, 191% oe 
, Gross Profit for the year 
5 after making provision, 
for Bad Debts and Con- 
tingencies, and includ- 
9 ing Rebate brought 
forward from 3ist Dec 
0 last ee oe oe oe 
0 
3 


23,559,640 12 6 
—_——_ 


sd z d 
m6 3 
>i 1 

—— 28,159,536 17 4 

18,360,283 11 7? 


46,617,340 18 5§& 


4,182,337 17 


— 


93,730 0 0 


1,717,106 4 2 
£113,996,428 1 10 
een 


Aaa €@ Se & & 
o* 156,944 11 6 
oo 3,402,995 1 


£3,559,040 12 6 


— 








GOSCHEN, i 
WALTER LEAP, 
MONTAGU CGC. TURNER, 


Directors 





Limpert, Water, Holymoorsive, ur Chesterfield. 
Machine Finisher Chesterfield Pet Jan 16 Ord | 


Jan 16 
lowny, Jous Morvat, Maidstone Maidstone Pet Dec 31 
Ord Jan 13 
McAponry, T & Co, Manchester, Calico Printers 
a Pet Jan 4 Ord Jan 15 
N. SPENCER EVAN, Keighley, Licensed Victualler | 
TA ere Pet Jan 15 Ord Janis * 7 
» JOSEPH AUGUSTUS, Cheapside, Comm'ssion Agent 
High Court Pet Dec 7 Ord Jan l¢ 


and the Certified Returns received from the Branches 


We have verified the Cash in hand at Lothbury and Lombard Street and at the Bi 


t 


Discounted, and examined the Securities held against 


Man- | Investments of the Bank. 
| We have o»taived all the information and explanations we have rejuired, ; 
is properly drawn up so as to exhibit a trae and correct view of the state of the Companys affairs according to the 


AUDITORS 
We have examined the above Balance Sheet and compared it with the Books at Lothbury and Lombard Street, 


F. J. BARTHORPE, } 
J.W. BUCKHURST, 


Joint General 
) Managers. 


T. J. CARPENTER, Chief Accountant, 


REPORT 


tank of 
Money at Call and Short Notice, an 


and in our opi 


England and the Bills 
those representing the 


nion the Ba'anoe Sheet 


best of our informa*ion and the explanations given to us, and as shown by the Books of the Company. 
FRED. JOHN YOUNG, on Auditors 


Lovo, 18th January, 1915, 


G, E, SENDELL, F.C. 


A, 











: 
: 


ee 
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_THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY 


REPORTER. Jan. 30, 1915. 





THomEs, HARRY, Dewsbury, Solicitors Clerk Dewsbury 
Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 
WHITELEY, ALsERT, Liandutno, Electrical 
Bargor Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 
WILLIAMS, FREDERIC Newron, Brentford, Mi !dix, Medica! 
Practitioner Brentford Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 
WINTER'N (HAM, GEORGE, Northampton, Engineer North 
ampton Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 
Woop, CHARLES SIDWERY, Kennington 
Canterbury Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 
Wariout, MARY JANE, Scarborough Sca: borough 
15 Ord Jan 15 
YEOMANS, KOBERT 
maker 


Engineer 


Kent, Butcher 
Pet Jan 


BARNARD, Swaffham 
King's Lynn Pet Jani5 


Norfolk, Boot- 

Ord Jan 15 

FIRST MEETINGS 

ADAMSON, WILLIAM LAMB, Scarborough, Boot Repairer 
Jan 2 at 4.15 Off Rec is, Westborough, Scar- 
borough 

ATKINSON, FREDERICK Ernest, Liverpool, Tai'or 
at il 
pool 

BONBOMME, ERNEST LOUIS, 


Jan 27 
Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale #t, Liver- 


Putney Bridge rd, Licensed 
Victualler Jan 28 at 11 WHankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

KORSAY, DANIEL, Bolton, Lancs, Greengrocer Jan 28 
at 11.80, Off Rec, 19, Exchange at, Bolton 

BROWN, FRANK ERNEST LENNOX, Feering, 
Commercial fraveller Jan 2 at2.30 Off 
Princes st, Ipswich 

DUDLEY, ROBERT SAMUBL, 
Engineer Jan 20 at 3, 
Duncombe pl, York 

Durston, W, Mare at, Hackney, Boo: Manufactarer 
28ati2 Bankruptcy bides, Carey at 

FERGUSON, JOHN, Harrowin Furness Jan 27 at 11.30 
Rec, 13, Winekley st, Preston 

Foster, HERBERT, Bareby on the Marsh," Yorks, Builder 
Jan 20 at 11.30 Off Ree, York City Bank chmbrs, 
Lowgate, Hull 

GARNGAM, A ant J, St Andrew's rd, Walthamstow, Boot 
Manufacturers Jan 27 at 1 Binkruptey bidgs, 
Carey st 

Groves, JAMES 


Esser, 
Rec, 36 


Yorks Motor 
rhe Red House, 


Strenaal), 
(nt Ree, 


Jan 


oft 


FIELD, and REGINALD FIELD Groves, 
Bridlington, Yorks, Norserymen Jan 26 at 4.30 
Of Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

HARDMAN, Grornok, Bradshaw, nr Bolton 
27 at 11.30 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

HARRIS, FRANK, King st, Covent Garden, Publisher 
Jan 27 ati2 Bankruptcy bidga, Carey at 

HARRISON, FRANCIS, Middleton, nr Pickering, Yorks, 
Tailor Jan 26at4.45 Off Row, 48, Westborough, Scar- 
borough 

Izop, Groror, Goldhawk rd, 
Restorer Jan 27 


Plumber Jan 


Shepherd's Bush, Picture 
7 atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
JARRETT, HARKY WILFRED, Shrewsbury, Salop Cycle 
Agent Feb6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Swanhill, Shrews 
bury 


Jous, WiLtttm, ard JoHNn EVANS 
Carmarthenshire, Builders 
4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

LLOYD, Henry, Bishopsten, Glam, Wheelwrigh| 
atll Of Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st 


Ki twelly 
ofr 


Pendre 
Jan 27 at 3 Rec, 
Jan 27 
Swan 
FRANCIS, Leeds, Eng'neer's Merchant Jan 27 at 11 
Of Rec, 24, Bond st. Leeds 
, JOHN Henry, Pickering, Yorks, Grocer 
at 4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 
MEAD, ARTHUR, Crowland, Lincoln,. Farmer Feb 5 
The Law Courts, Peterborough 
Morgan, Spencer Evay, Keighley, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 28 atil Off Rec, 12, Dake st, Bra iferd 
MumProrp, HakRy, Landport. Portsmouth, Cartage Con 
tractor Jan %7 at 12 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High 
st, Portamouth 
NIESe, RUDOLPH CAKL ALEXANDER, Nottingham, Tailor 
Jan 27 atll Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting 
ham 
Rice, Groner, Wakefield, Baker 
tl, King st, Wakefield 
SHENNAN, JOHN, Berwick upon 
prietor Jan 27 at 1! 
castle upon Tyne 
SYLVA, Josern AvGUsTUs, Cheapside, Commision 
Jan *7 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
THOMA, SAMURL FREDERICK, Box, Wilta, Farmer 
at 11.80 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
WRIGHT, MARY JANE, Scarborough Jan 2% at 
Rec, 48, Westhorougtr, Scarborough 


Jan 26 


at 11.45 


Jan 27 at 11 OT Rec, 


tweed, Motor Car Pro- 
Of Rec, 30, Mosley st, New 


Agent 


Jan 27 


of 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Jan 1 
GREEN, JOHN 
gazetted 


WILLIAM, Por tamouth As previously 


ADJUDICATIONS 


FREDERICK Ernest, Liverpool 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 14 
BARDSLEY, ERNEST, Manchester, Textile Merchant 
chester Pet Dec 7 Ord Jan 16 

BARKOF?F, JOsern, Kyverdale rd, Stoke Newington, 
High Court Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 15 

BoN#OMME, Erxvest Lovuts, Putney Bridg+ rd, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 

BORSAY, DANIEL, Bolton, Greengrocer Bolton Pet Jan 
14 Ord Jan lé 

BROWN, FRANK ERNEST LENNOX, Feering, Eesex, Com 
mercial Traveller Colchester Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 

Coop, CHARLES WILLIAM, Copthall ct High Court Pet 
Dec 10 Ord Jan 15 

DAVIFS WILLIAM Ropent, Aberkenfig 
Cwdiff Pet Janl> OrdJan 15 

DUDLEY, ROBERT SiMUBL, Strensal! 
neer York Pet Jan 4 


ATKINSON 
pool 


lailor Liver 


, 
Mai 


Furrier 


Glam, Urocer 


Yorks 
Urd Jan 14 


Motor Engl 





Foster, HERBERT, Barmbv on the Marsh, York, Builder 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 
GILDER, ArTuUR, Tackley, Oxford, Farmer Oxford 
Jan16 Or! Jan 16 

HARDMAN, Groner, Bra‘shaw,. nr Bolton, Plumber 
ton Pet Dec 31 O.dJan 15 

HARKER, JoHN Hewry, Oldham, Painter Oldham Pet 
Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 . 

Hopson. Ronert, Northamptom, Desler in Antiques Nor 
thampt.n Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

flowarp, ARxTAUR, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler 
Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 

JARRETT, Hanky WILFRED, Shrewsbury, Salop, Cycle 
Agent Shrewsbury Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 

LIMBERT, WALTER, Catho'e, Holymoorside, nr Chesterfie'd 
Derby, Machine Finisher Chesterfield Pet Jan 16 
Ord Jan 16 

Lowry, JouN Morrart, 
31 Ord Jani4 

MORGAN, Spencer Evan, Keighley, License! 
Bradford Pet Jani5 Ord Jan 15 

Owes, WILLIAM, Warrington, General Merchant, Warring- 
ton Pet Decl? Ord Jan 16 

Parson. Joun PENROSE, Minehead, ‘Somerset, 
Jeweller Taunton Pet Nov 28 Ord Jani4 

RAvsa, Oscar Jou, Bary st, Bloomsbagy, Cinematograph 
Proprietor High Court Pet May 2! Pet Jan '4 

SHIP, SAMUEL, Bethnal Green rd. Boot and Shoe Dealer 
High Court Pet Dec 19 Ord Jan 14 

WILLIAMS, FREDERIC NEWTON. High st, Brentford. Medi- 
cal Practitioner Brentford Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

WINTERINGHAM, Geroree, Northampton, Engineer 
Northampton Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Woop, CHARLES SIDNEY, Kennington, Kent, 
Canterbury Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 

WORTHINGTON, GeorGE, Figin av, Maida Vale, 
Engineer High Court Pet Nov 17 Ord Jan l4 

WRIGHT, MARY JAN, Scarborough Scarborough 
Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

VrEoMANS, Ropert BARNARD, Swaffham, Norfolk, 
maker King’s Lynn Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 


Pet 


Bol- 


Lincoln 


Maidstone Meidstome Pet Dec 


Victualler 


Ketail 


Butcher 
Motor 
Pet 


Boot 


London Gazeite.—¥RIDAY, Jan. 22. 


RECEIVING ORDERS 


ANNis, M. Kingston upon Holl, Egg Merchant Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Dec 14 Ord Jan 20 

BAMBER, JosEPH, Coventry, Mechank 
Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

EDWARD ALFRED, Turle rd, Tollington Park, Builder 

Hich Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

CAPLAN, JoserH, Pau!'s Bakehouse ct, G dliman st, 
Mantle Manufacturer High Court Pet Nov 21 Ord 
Jan 19 

CHARNOCK, GrorGr, Halifax, 
Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

CORCORAN, RoBERT MICHAEL, Merthyr Tydfil, Hardware 
Dealer Merthyr Tydfil Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 

DE CONLAY, JAMBEs, Northumberland st, Regent's Park, 
Advertising Agent igh Court Pet April 16 Ord 
Jan 19 

DE WOLF, WALTER, Southport 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Jan 19 

DUCKENFIELD, HENRY BINGLEY, Sheffield 
Dec 21 Ord Jan 1s 

GILBERT, AUGUSTUS WILLIAM 
coln, Inspector of 
Ord Jan 19 

GOLDSMITH, ELIZABETH ANNIE, 
Pet Jai 18 Ord Jan 18 

Grweaory, ERNEST, Bramley, nr Rotherham, 
Sheffield Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 

Hewitt, Tom, Scunthorpe, Lincs, Grocer 
Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 19 

Horwitz, RAY, Panton st 
Jan 15 

JELLIFF, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Seymour at, 
Court Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 

LANE, ALFRED WILLIAM, Portsmouth. House 
Portemonth Pet Jaa 15 Ord Jan 15 

LAZERSON, ISAAC, Salford, Lanes, Cycle Dealer 
Pet Jan 18 rd Jan 18 

LEACH, JOHN, Mildenhall, Suffolk, General Ware’ ouseman 

Bury St Edmunds Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

Vay Bros, Church !n, Whitechapel, 

High Court Pet Dec 19 Ord Jan 20 

MICHARL, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Camberwell 
Court Pet Jan % Ord Jan 20 

Pui.iirrs, J & B, Tader gr, Hackney, Shoe Manufacturere 
High Court Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 20 

RoBERTS, FREDERICK Joserpn, Finchley rd, 
Dealer High Court PetJan20 Ord Janu 20 

SOUTHERN, FREDERICK, Farnworth, Lance, Iron Founder 
jolton Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

STOCKEN, ALFRED, Fulham rd, Carriage 
Court Pet Dec 11 Ord Jan 18 

STRUGGLES, JAMES, Ricker. 
Jani9 Ord Jani9 

SYKES, THOMAS JAMES, Crofton, Yorks 
feild Pet Jan 15 Ord Jen 15 

WHITEHEAD, HENRY, C iventry, 
Jan 13 Ord Jan 158 

Wooptné, EDWARD WILLIAMS, and EBENEZER 
JAMES WooDING, Wolverhampton, Grocers 
hampton Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 

Wrient, Henry FZzRA, Scarborough, File Catt>r 
borouzh Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 


Coventry Pet 


Contractor Halifax Pet 


Secretary High Court 


Sheffiehd Pe 


Welton 
Pet 


by Lin- 
Jan 19 


MEDLEY 
Nulsances Lincoln 


Hewortr, Yorks York 


Draper 
Great Grimsby 


High Court Pet May 26 Ord 


Clerk High 


Furnisher 


Salford 


LE Factors 


soot 


rd High 


Builders High 


Lines, Grocer Pet 


Suston 


Clothier Wake- 


Plumber Coventry Pet 
THOMAS 
Wolver- 


scar 


Amended Not'ce substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Jan 19 
|} GARNHAM, St An lrew's 
Manufacturers High Court 
THORNES, HARKY, Dewsbury, 
Dewsbury Pet Jan 16 


A& rd, 
Pet 

; Yorks, 

Ord Jan 16 


Boot 
Ord Jan 15 
Clerk 


Walthamstow, 
Dec 19 


Solicitor's 


| 
Antique 


— 


THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


FOR THE 
PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 
QUEEN SQUARE, BILOOMSBURY, W.C, 
The largest Hospital) of its kind. 
The Charity is forced at present to rely, \o some 
extent, upon legacies for maintenance. 


Those desiriag to provide Annuities for 
relatives or friends are aske: to send for particulary 
. at DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIEQ 


D. 
THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer, 














INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD 


The orp’ans of rsons once in prosperity are clothe, 
maintained and eteubel from the EARLIEST AGE ui 
fifteen ) ears old. 

In consequence of the war, it has been decided thi 
the Anniversary Dinner, which was to have been held 
February, will not take place, THE COMMI 
THEREFORE, EARNESTLY APPEAL FOR 
to mike up for the very serious !oss to the Lustitetin 
from this and other causes. 

Forms of nomination can be obtained f:0m the Secretary 

Commer. Harry C. MARTIN, R N., Secy. & Supt, 
Offices: 63, Ludgate Hill F.“. 








VALUATIONS FOR PROBATE 
FIRE INSURANCE. TRANSFER, Ex. 


HAMPTON AND SONS 


(The Originators of Insurance Valuations) 


large permanent Staff of Expert Valuers enable 
them to undertake, at short notice, the Valuationef 
Furniture, Pictures, and Works of Art of every 
description, for any purpose for which a Valuation 
may be required. 


Furniture Sales (on clients’ premises only) forma 
speciality of their extensive practice. 


Advice as to the disposal of single items of importanes, 


AUCTION AND VALUATION OFFICES 


3, COCKSPUR STREET, PALL MALL, S.¥. 


rele. : Gerrard 37 


HANKINSON & SON, 


SURVEYORS, VALUERS, 
| AUCTIONEERS & LAND AGENTS, 











The Square, Bournemouth, 


AND AT 


| BOSCOMBE, and CAMBERLEY (Surrey). 


Valuations under the New Finance Acta, for 
Probate and all purposes. Sales of Real and 
Personal Estate. Timber and Farm Stock. 

*Phone—1307 (3 lines). 
Telegrams : “ Richmond,” Bournemouth. 


Established over a Century. 


SONS, 
Surveyors, 
8, Moorgate-st., Bank, E.C., and 12, New Kent-road, 8B 
(near the Elephant and Castle.) 
AUCTION DATES for 1915: 
February 18 July 1, 8, 15, 22 
March 4, 11, 18, 25 September 23 
April 15, 22. 29 October 7, 14, 21,3 
May 6, 15, 20 November 4, 11, 18,8 
June 3, 10, 17, 24 December 2 

STIMSON & SONS also undertake SALES and Letéie 
by PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations for Probate and a 
purposes, Surveys, Negotiations of Mortgages 
nerships, Chancery Receiverships, Arbitrations. Rallwy 
Compensation and other Claims, Sales of Furaita®, 
Collection of Rents, Assessment Appeals, &c. 

Separate Lists of House Property, Ground Rents & 
Sale, and of Houses, Premises, Shops, Offices To be Let a 
issued monthly, and can be had free on application, @ 
post for two sjamps. The Sale List is the best mala 
in London for effecting Sales privately and oxpedioaty 
No charge for insertion. Telephones: 624 Londom 





| GTIMSON & Auctioncesdti 
h 





and 3114 City. Telegrams: “ Servabo,” London. 








ation of 
[ every 
sl uation 


forma 


portanee. 


L, SW. 





